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Many friends Professor Mead have requested that some 
permanent record his life and work prepared for publica- 
tion. mere child manifested unusual diversity 
natural gifts, and every stage his career was the 
object affection and high esteem. few his friends 
have accordingly preparing this brief biography, 
for which Mrs. Mead, for more than forty years his constant 
companion, has furnished the dates and several other items. 


Charles Marsh Mead was born Cornwall, Vermont, 
January 28, 1836. was the son Rufus and Anna (Janes) 
Mead. His boyhood was passed one those typical New 
England homes which this country owes much and 
which many her greatest men have been molded. him- 
self, when near the end his life read Curtis’s admirable 
biography Daniel Webster, was greatly struck with the 
many points resemblance the family life the Websters 
and the Meads. Rufus Mead, like Ebenezer Webster, was 
farmer who appreciated the value study and mental 


training. Although not rich, and with family nine chil- 
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dren, laid his little contributions for the aid the 
lege near him Middlebury, and recent years one re. 
ceipt has been found among old family papers crediting him 
with gift $100 it. 

Charles was the youngest seven sons, had two sisters 
older than the brothers. Rufus Mead had the pleasure 
seeing three the sons become graduates from the college 
which had taken such interest, all them doing credit 
and him. Anna Janes, his wife, the sister 
Deacon Horace Janes, whose memory still enshrined 
the church Cornwall. and his other sister, Lucy 
(Janes) Bond, had homesteads not far distant the town 
Deacon Janes and the two sisters had numerous 
children, counting twenty-four when they sat down together 
the Thanksgiving table. Charles was the youngest the 
twenty-four cousins. Like the Websters, the Meads helped 
each other their educational efforts. The eldest sister was 
unwearied in.her endeavors aid her brothers. She 
teacher high reputation until deafness obliged her give 
over work that kind. For time she taught Prairie, 
Canada, where Charles was with her nearly year (1845-46). 
There heard, and learned speak, the French language. 
1849 this sister was the preceptress the Female Semi- 
nary Middlebury, where she had under her tuition two 
brothers, Charles and Martin, the latter whom was two 
years the elder. older brother, Hiram, later professor 
Oberlin, Ohio, after graduating from Middlebury taught two 
years the Flushing Institute, New York. for about 
year, took the younger brothers complete their prepara- 
tion for college. 1852 the three became connected with 
Middlebury College, Hiram tutor, Martin Sophomore, 
Charles Freshman, though able enter year advance. 
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the winter 1850-51, the Rev. Asa Hemenway served 


pastor the church Cornwall. Under his ministry 
much religious interest was awakened among the young peo- 
ple. Charles always looked back drive home from meet- 
ing one evening the time when accepted forgiveness, and 
silently devoted himself God. From that time forth his 
Christian life seems have grown quietly with the steady 
purpose and progress characteristic him. July, 1852, 
after their return from Flushing and before entering college, 
both Martin and Charles joined the Congregational Church 
Cornwall. 

1856 Charles was graduated from Middlebury valedic- 
Professor during the last three years his course, 
honored and much-loved friend during the remainder 
his life, writes: became acquainted with Professor Mead 
when was Sophomore college, and was greatly at- 
tracted him. spoke him President Labaree, and 
pleasure his eminently successful course Middlebury, 
and his progress subsequent Another and 
younger friend writes: remember him far back when 
gave his valedictory. still remember the impression 
made boyish heart. thought was one the finest 
addresses had ever heard, and have not changed opin- 
ion the more than fifty years that have gone After 
his graduation taught from 1856 1858 the classical de- 
partment Phillips Academy Andover, Massachusetts. 
One his pupils there writes: contact with him his 
pupil Andover and all-too-infrequent meetings with him 
during our busy lives are precious memories for now. 
was companionable 

1858 entered Andover Seminary and began his studies 
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for the ministry, that profession which had for 
looked forward. When had finished his Junior year 
again helped out his resources teaching, and spent the year 
1859-60 tutor Middlebury College. 1859 de- 
livered his Master’s oration there and received the 
A.M. One his pupils writes: was tutor 
College when entered 1859, and formed great 
admiration for him man and most helpful teacher. 
was thorough his work, and his insistence requir- 
ing our best was mixed with justice, that cannot 
remember that any the boys were rebellious inclined 
think him too severe. have ever since freshman year 
felt proud that was early tutor.” 1860 Charles re- 
sumed his studies Andover, and was graduated 1862. 

the autumn that year preached for few weeks 
North Adams, but his Professors Andover, 
and other friends, strongly advised him pursue further 
studies Europe. One his farmer brothers lent him assist- 
ance so, and February, 1863, started sailing 
vessel for Europe. Professor Park Andover had given 
him letter Rev. William Fairfield Warren, then theologi- 
cal Professor Bremen, the Seminary the Methodist 
Episcopal Church, who now writes: From the year his 
graduation from Andover have known and loved him. His 
first night Germany was spent under roof, and from 
that first meeting onward were fast friends. His keenness 
insight, transparency character, appreciation all things 
noble, his amiability, devotedness, and happy humor, made 
him personality rare and irresistible attractiveness.” 
April settled Halle the family Professor Jacobi. 
The Professor and his family were his fast friends through 
life. Halle, formed friendship with Professor Tho- 
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luck, with whom became great favorite. The Pro- 
fessor had adjacent his house long promenade which 
was accustomed take exercise all weathers, and 
which was popularly called his Rennbahn. often invited 
Charles walk with him there, and they would walk and talk 
together for hours. From 1864 1866 most his time was 
spent Berlin, where became intimate with Professor 
Isaac Dorner, and was with him again favorite pupil. 
was also frequent visitant Professor Piper’s and Pro- 
fessor Messner’s, and made many other dear German 
friends. Berlin became member the Sing Akade- 
mie, then under the direction the celebrated Grell, and 
its meetings found much recreation. shared the family 
gift for music, and had tenor voice remarkable richness 
and power. August 1865 received appointment 
the Hitchcock Professorship Hebrew Andover Theo- 
logical Seminary. The following year was spent largely 
preparation teach that department. 1866 spent 
short time Tubingen, and received the degree Ph.D. 
from its University. 

July 1866 returned the United States way 
Scotland and England. August 10, was ordained for 
the ministry Cornwall, his native town, Professor Park 
Andover preaching the sermon, and his brother Hiram giving 
the charge. the early autumn was inaugurated Pro- 
fessor Andover, and entered his new duties. His col- 
league Andover, who occupied the chair Greek Exegesis, 
was Dr. Henry Thayer, who had been classmate and inti- 
mate friend his brother Hiram, when they were students 
Andover. August 1867, married Caroline Thayer, 
Professor Thayer’s youngest sister. Their married life was 
peculiarly happy one. Professor Mead was eminently do- 
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mestic his tastes, and they were never happy when 
each other’s society, engaged kindred pursuits. 


Before speaking Professor Mead’s work Andover 
will place notice his career student. Middle- 
bury took the leading place his class without difficulty, 
and seemed equally prominent any department the 
scribed curriculum. had remarkable facility the ac- 
quisition languages. later years, educated Germans did 
not detect any grammatical defects his use their tongue, 
and written composition was almost much home 
German English. college exhibited the tendency 
humor, and argument through good-natured irony and 
travesty, that followed him through life. one thought 
questioning his claim the appointment valedictorian, 
though there were able and promising young men among his 
classmates, notably the Right Reverend Ozi Whitaker, 
D.D., for many years Bishop Pennsylvania. 

The ten years that followed his college graduation may per- 
haps described years self-culture. The period seems 
have been one intellectual ranging and grazing. true 
was connected with educational institutions during those 
years, but his eager and restless mind would not restricted 
their demands. These ten years Mead’s life, when 
was for the most part accountable one but himself, must 
have had formative and decisive influence upon his entire 
intellectual labors. The variety themes which has 
treated his numerous publications discloses both broad 
range thought and persistent pursuit the topics receiv- 
ing his attention. means confined himself 
themes from which salary was come, nor did stop work 
when his task was done. arrived definite conclusions, 
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entertained and expressed positive opinions, natural science, 
ethics, and metaphysics. translated some abstruse articles 
from the German, discussed the nature time and space, 
crossed swords with such men Bowne, and the critics the 
Pentateuch, and Princeton stated his own personal views 
theological doctrine and the infallibility the Scriptures 
where Hodge and Green had spoken. philosophy was 
realist, epistemology rested upon intuition, allied 
with common sense. 

has been noticed, 1865 the chair Hebrew An- 
dover became vacant, and was appointed it. was not 
the professorship that would have chosen, but accepted 
it. Before entering his duties was ordained his na- 
tive town, Cornwall. was, least part, due the 
friendship distinguished men that weighty council 
was gathered the little white meeting-house that small 
community. the council were two presidents Middle- 
bury College (one retiring from, one just entering, that 
office), distinguished classical scholar and teacher from 
New York City, the most prominent theologian New 
England, and two young pastors soon theological pro- 
fessors, one Bangor and later New Haven, the other 
Oberlin. 


few weeks after his ordination was inaugurated 
Andover, where remained fifteen academic years. gave 
instruction his department regularly during that period, 
except that was allowed year’s absence (1871-72) for 
travel the East, specially for visiting Palestine. Besides 


classroom work, preaching the Chapel was 


part his service; and perhaps one his numerous 
gifts was greater than his gift preacher. was seldom 
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more effective good than when uttering the truths the 
gospel his own simple, consecutive, forceful, spiritual way. 
There was good degree prosperity during his occupancy 
his professorship, the graduates the year his inaugu- 
ration and his retirement being the same 
twenty-three. Some the classes the intervening years 
were large. There was theological unrest the Congrega- 
tional churches while was the Seminary, but did not 
amount agitation till after left the Institution. 

The following remarks Rev. Francis Denio, 
Professor Old Testament Literature Bangor Theological 
Seminary, will read with interest 

“The first sight had Professor Mead was Middle- 
bury College when was present the commencement 
1870. was introduced him was future student 
Andover Seminary. Six years later began his acquaint- 
ance the classroom. There began the specific studies 
which have engaged the larger share attention during 
the past thirty years. The quality his work, the temper 
his mind, the tone his thinking were fitting example, and 
had great power over student, and also over the earlier 
years teaching when the example and influence guide 
means much young man the opening his professional 
career. The definiteness statement resulting 
clearness thinking and keenness insight was delight, 
and stimulus attempt similar modes thought and utter- 
ance. The notebooks his lectures came much 
tical service members the class during the subsequent 
years their active pastorates. 

dry humor, genial irony were easily near the surface 
the classroom. Not infrequently the irony passed into the 
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This excited especial admiration. 
was adroit and subtle that one was reminded the story 
the Eastern juggler who passed his sword through the 
neck man, leaving the head place, and the man uncon- 
scious what had occurred, until was told shake himself 
and then his head fell from his shoulders. Thus, sometimes 
the utterer absurd opinion did not realize how deftly his 
absurdity had been exposed. Such skilful rapier practice left 
the victim more admiring than resentful, for bruises were 
left. have often thought that would gladly give year 
life attain such skill this mode argument. 

indebtedness Professor Mead was not confined 
the classroom. Probably because were both Vermonters 
and graduates Middlebury College, and certainly because 
his cordial bearing, found myself seeking him all sorts 
occasions, and found him always helpful and every 
way considerate. 

“The current undergraduate rumor correctly regarded him 
thoroughly conversant with German theology its full 
breadth. For this reason also went him with many ques- 
tions, the free discussion which might have led the way 
many embarrassments which then little suspected. 
later time, when came know the real infelicities involved, 
could not but admire the man for his freedom from embar- 
rassment and also for his replies discussions, which were 
such give human being the right take exception 
what did said. 

“Professor Mead was seen his best when preaching 
the Seminary Chapel. There, when his intellectual powers 
were fully seconded all the moral earnestness his nature, 
his hearers felt the white glow zeal with ex- 
pounded and enforced the obligations the Christian life. 
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sermon Christian forgiveness stands out the memory 
the writer more vividly than any other heard 
about the same time heard Dr. William Taylor preach 
That sermon fully matched its permanent impression 
the sermon Professor Mead. 

indebtedness great each member the Andover 
Faculty 1876-79. Each man had his own specific gift. Pro. 
fessor Mead’s helpfulness was second none during stu- 
dent days. The abiding impression which has been with 
during all these years that was more than teacher, more 
than preacher, excellent was these capacities, was 
single-hearted Christian man. After all, this was the fun- 
damental thing which led turn him friend and 
adviser through all the years that have intervened.” 

1882 Professor Mead resigned his chair Andover. The 
Board Trustees sent him letter which the following 
extract 

“The undersigned were instructed communicate you 
the regret which the Trustees ‘feel parting with one who 
all his official relations, and all social and private inter- 
course has been uniformly faithful and true. The Trustees 
have learned value your learning, your devotion the Sem- 
inary, your personal generosity the students, your public 
spirit all matters general concern, your charity and for- 
bearance under peculiar trials which have again and again 
befallen the Seminary, and those graces Christian character 
and piety which does not become men praise, but which 
men cannot fail recognize and admire.” 


few the events Mr. Mead’s Andover life apart from 
professional work may with propriety receive brief notice. 


} 
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What was known the Old South moved 
his feelings very much, few years after went Andover. 
was position know the conflict between the ma- 


jority the church members and the majority the pew 


owners. The former desired preserve the historic church 
edifice, the latter would have demolished lest the name 
“Qld South” should not retained the new building, 
Dartmouth Street. Dr. Mead was indefatigable his 
efforts preserve the old structure. procured mul- 
titude signers petition, and sent the Legisla- 
ture when the question the right sell was pending. 
extensive writing neighboring ministers secured 
supply individuals for the pulpit. also wrote many 
articles for newspapers arouse public sentiment opposed 
the destruction the time-honored house worship. And 
when, the final crisis, Mr. George Simmons interposed 
save the building, Professor Mead was one the first 
encourage him telegraphing Five hundred dollars from 
me. ahead. Others will respond.” Nevertheless, was 
sold public auction, and 1876 too, old bricks, for 
Finally, however, Mr. Simmons succeeded 
efforts; bought the building, and still stands its old 
site, purchased subsequently. But George Simmons was 
who saved the Old South Meeting-House. 

1869 Dr. Mead became member the American Phi- 
lological Association, organized that year. 1870 de- 
livered the noted lecture the Uncertainties Natural 
Science and Religious the series Boston Lec- 
tures Christianity and Skepticism. gave second lec- 
ture the year following. he, with his wife, spent 
sixteen months travel Europe and the East. The journey 
through Palestine was then difficult one, made horseback. 
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Mr. Mead examined places interest with his 
thoroughness and accuracy. saw that Stanley’s interesting 
account el-Mohrakah (place Elijah’s sacrifice) did not 
quite conform the locality. therefore made 
journey and ascent the place, and prepared description 
for the (vol. xxx.) which still 
sidered the most accurate known travelers Bible sty. 
dents. 

was while Professor Mead was Andover, just after 
his return the United States, that began work mem- 
ber the American Committee Bible Revision. then 
entered task that lasted not only through his remaining 
years Andover, but nearly through life. (This subject will 
referred again.) 1881 Middlebury College conferred 
him the degree D.D. 

After his resignation Andover, Professor Mead returned 
student life. The ten years which followed his professor- 
ship, like the ten which preceded it, were period which 
was his own master. Again ranged through authors and 
questions philosophy and science his own will. Sep- 
tember 1882 and Mrs. Mead went Europe for pro- 
longed stay. After transient calls upon old friends, they 
settled for the winter Bonn. Here formed acquaintances 
with some well-known men, especially with Dr. Lange, Judge 
von Niebuhr, and Professor Christlieb. His time was given 
close study, notwithstanding long walks with his new 
friends. the spring the following year he, with Presi- 
dent Chapin Beloit College, went, appointment the 
American Board Foreign Missions, Constantinople aid 
adjusting differences that had arisen between the Armenians 
and our missionaries that place. The work this Com- 
mission was considered have produced very happy effect. 
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The same year (1883) Mr. Mead attended the memorable 
celebration the four hundredth anniversary the hirth 


Luther Wittenberg. June the following year 
(1884) went, with Professor George Day Yale, 


London, where, the first week July, they, representa- 
tives the American Committee, attended the session the 
English Revisers, the Jerusalem Chamber, the comple- 
tion their joint work. After the visit London, the re- 
mainder the summer and several succeeding summers were 
spent Switzerland. Both Professor Mead and his wife 
greatly enjoyed fine scenery, and specially frequented the 
Bernese Oberland. Dr. Mead sometimes said Beatenberg, 
“This the most beautiful place the world!” was 
there that wrote the following 


BEATENBERG. 


WHILE ENVELOPED CLOUDS WHICH OCCASIONAL DISCLOSED 
THE SUMMIT THE JUNGFRAU. 


“The mists that thick around lie 
Conceal from sight both earth and sky; 
But now they break, and gleaming through 
The Jungfrau’s summit comes view, 
Bedimmed with haze and faintly seen, 
Like Eastern dames whose covered mien 
Peers through the gauzy veil, and shines 
More fair because softer lines. 


“But now again the surging clouds 
Come rolling denser crowds; 
And mountain, lake, and Alpine green 
Are hid behind the vapory screen; 
Yet see! the screen rent once more, 
And still the Jungfrau, before, 
Looks downward from her lofty height 
Unmoved, unchanged, majestic, bright. 
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when mists sin and doubt 
Shut heavenly truths and beauties out, 
Faith bursts the veil which hides above 
The Lord glory and love; 
Though dimly seen, and oft again 
Concealed clouds care and pain, 
Unmoved his celestial height, 

God sits majesty and light.” 


the autumn Professor Mead went Berlin, his 
favorite German city, and returned there the two succeeding 
winters. Professor Isaac Dorner, his revered friend 
former days, had died, but many old acquaintances were 
living. also formed valued new friendships, with the 
court-preachers Stocker, Frommel, and others. the win- 
ter 1885-86, besides other work, translated, part, Dor- 
ner’s System Christian Ethics,” posthumous work the 
author which was published his son, Dr. August Dorner, 
Dr. Mead’s chief work the volume related the bibliogra- 
phy. went London the spring and spent three months 
the British Museum, enlarging the lists books given 
the author and emending the titles and dates publi- 
cation those already given; ascertaining which the for- 
eign works have been translated into English, and giving the 
titles the translations also adding number English and 
American works the lists. The result valuable contri- 


bution the bibliography Ethics. 


Still later gathered the results prolonged study into 


volume entitled, when published, Supernatural Revelation.” 


was not published till parts had been delivered before 
the theological students Princeton University. gave 
that Seminary the lectures the Stone foundation, February, 
1889. (This work will referred another place.) 
the spring 1889 informal proposal was made him 
become Professor Princeton. But, highly agreeable 


{ 
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him this most respects appeared, could not con- 
assent the Westminster Confession and his 


frankly stating his own views, they were found differ too 
widely from those held Princeton make wise for him 


accept the position. 
1891 Professor Mead, again Europe, was delegate 


the Evangelical Alliance, holding its meeting that year 


Florence, Italy. The same year published parody some 


forms Biblical criticism. was composed both German 


and English. German was entitled Der 


beurtheilt und geviertheilt English, Romans Dissected.” 


These were designed not. has been sometimes assumed, 


travesty The Higher Criticism, which, says (Irenic The- 


ology, 249), “an attempt determine (so far possi- 


ble) the exact facts concerning the origin and composition 
the Biblical and this sense should welcomed 


and honored.” they were intended show how higher 


criticism has been sometimes counterfeited mere conjecture, 


and how plausible such conjectures can made appear. 
December, 1892, Dr. Mead returned the United States, 
and for about five was professor Dogmatics Hart- 


ford Theological Seminary. During this period published 
little book entitled Christ and also deliv- 
ered several as, one Washington, 1894, before 
the Church History Society, Ritschl’s Theology; 1896, 
Princeton, the celebration the jubilee Professor 
William Henry Green, D.D., LL.D., his dear friend, and co- 
laborer the revision the Bible; Rochester Theological 
Seminary, Ritschl; and, 1897, Fairfax County Theo- 


logical Seminary, Virginia. was invited the sesquicen- 


tennial Princeton University, 1896, where received 


the honorary degree D.D.; 1898 delivered address 
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the Mount Holyoke College anniversary. The same year 
resigned his chair Hartford, and gave his time almost 
wholly for the following six years the American recension 
the revised Bible. large file letters from his Hart. 
ford pupils came him this time, expressing their appre- 
ciation his teaching and their regret his resignation, 

The following statements his connection with Hartford 

Professor Charles Mead came the chair Christian 
Theology Hartford Theological Seminary 1893 with 
well-deserved reputation for biblical and theological learning, 
won contributions these sciences which had obtained 
wide recognition both sides the Atlantic. had just 
returned from prolonged residence Germany, and was 
able bring his classroom the latest discussions the 
Fatherland well the ripe product American scholar- 
ship. better equipped scholar has ever occupied Amer- 
ican theological professorship. Hartford Seminary for 
about five years gave the students his utmost endeavor. 
Careful, conservative the best sense, yet fully cognizant 
current discussions, initiated those under his charge into 
the deep things Christian theology, and gave evidence 
all his essentially irenic temper and his earnest Christian 
faith. The perplexities and difficulties his students, 
many whom the questions the classroom were new and 
baffling, aroused his most sympathetic interest, and enlisted 
his utmost endeavor lead them what believed 
the eternal verities. Their personal struggles made his 
own; and gave himself their aid large and helpful 
spirit. All who came contact with him these years 
service were impressed with his learning, his candor, and his 
Christian consecration. 
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“The labors the classroom did not prevent those the 
study. During his service Hartford, Professor Mead pub- 
volume entitled Christ and Criticism,’ besides many 
articles learned periodicals, and his unremitting labor 
the American revision the translation the Bible. His 
work reflected high credit the institution sacred learning 
with which was connected. 

“In his relations with his colleagues the faculty Pro- 
fessor Mead was cordial, fraternal and helpful, showing him- 
self ready codperate all ways his power, even the 
cost personal sacrifice, all that had for its aim the ad- 
the interests the seminary. 

“When Professor Mead laid down his professorship, 
1898, his going from the seminary was felt his associates 
distinct loss the scholarship the Institution, and 
the high respect which they held him, well the esti- 
mate which they placed his services, witnessed the 
representation Hartford Theological Seminary his fu- 
neral. Though associated with its teaching force for about 
five years only, Hartford Theological Seminary honored 
have numbered this American scholar among its instructors.” 
{ 

the real burden Bible Revision began felt 
Professor Mead while was still Hartford and increas- 
ingly after his resignation, this the place call attention 
that part his service the public. Taken acces- 
sory for which his professorship fitted him, 
distinguishing not the most important labor his 
life. must have had hand fifteen years, and 
object attention, times earnest and anxious attention, 
for fifteen more. When was England, Rev. Dr. Angus 
informed him the then recent resolution invite the 
Vol. No. 274. 
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eration American scholars with the English Committee 
the work Bible Revision, which had been begun England 
1870. his return the United States, while employed 
Andover his office professor, was appointed 
ber the Old Testament Revision Company, and began 
vice The Committee’s work was not slight one. 
The report the revising process the English Committees 
will give some intimation it. The preface the edition 
the Revised Bible published Oxford 1884 informs 
that the work that Committee was commenced June 30, 
1870, and completed June 20, 1884; occupied 792 days; that 
the greater part the sessions were for ten days each, and 
each day the Company generally sat for six hours. The 
American Committee performed the same work the Eng- 
lish, but such ways circumstances required. They met 
ten times the year, once each month except July and Au- 
gust, generally New York City. The two Andover mem- 
bers took night train for New York Wednesday evening, 
and returned far Boston Saturday. The work this 
Committee was not limited their sessions, but they gave 
much time preparation for their meetings. The English 
revisers, who initiated the work, had, was fitting, the de- 
cisive vote whatever changes were proposed, and the 
Americans pledged their support for fourteen years the 
editions thus made. But was proposed, the English side, 
that these editions the American preferences should, for 
the same period, published Appendix. But this Ap- 
pendix, for reasons given the Prefaces the American 
Bible, was exceedingly imperfect, and itself needed laborious 
revision. The British Committee disbanded, but the Ameri- 
can Committee continued its organization with view 
later edition its own, and did not allow the fourteen-years 


i 
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interval pass without some partial preparation for such 
length 1897 systematic and organized work was 
begun for amending the Oxford edition incorporating the 
American preferences. This threw large amount work 
upon Mr. Mead. had entered upon this service before his 
resignation Hartford 1898. After his resignation oc- 
cupied his entire time. Between 1885 and 1897 many the 
original Committee had died. Mr. Mead had been the young- 
est member the Old Testament Company, and was obliged 
take the largest share the burden this new work. 
Some his colleagues said him that Providence had 
raised him complete the undertaking. The members 
the Old Testament Company were this time widely 
separated that with most them the work had carried 
correspondence. Dr. Mead was appointed 
through the Old Testament and make his Notes and Sug- 
These had typewritten and sent the other 
members, returned him with their votes. col- 
lated and recorded these votes. took his residence 
New Haven, Connecticut, that might near Dr. George 
Day, who was Secretary the Old Testament Company 
and also the Joint Committee. Dr. Day’s opinion and vote 
were highly but his vision was greatly impaired 
cataract that was necessary for Dr. Mead over 
most the ground with him orally. addition the work 
the text the Scriptures, which the all 
the members was required, Dr. Mead himself prepared the 
topical page-headings, careful Appendix, the Preface, and 
large part the Scripture references, giving all prepared 
others careful review; also revised the paragraph 
divisions given the English edition. Finally, the reading 
the proof rested him. The proof-reading was very 
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exacting, and greatly impaired his health for 
years, affecting the nerves his ears, and attacks 
dizziness. recovered from later, however, and 
regained his usual health. His work the Old Testament 
was ‘regarded the other members both companies 
necessarily far exceeding that any other one member; and 
when 1901, the American Bible (first edition) was issued, 
Professor Henry Thayer, Secretary the New Testament 
Company, wrote him: ought thankful that 
have lived through it, especially YOU.” the second edj- 
tion Dr. Mead spent again great deal time; and, fact, 
the end his life, was very often consulted the pub- 
lishers and their correspondents multitude little 

leader the house that put the work type, writing 
Mrs. Mead this more recent work, said: are pleased 
say that during the long connection had with Dr. Mead, 
although sometimes asked great many questions which 
must have taken days time answer, found him ever 
pleasant and ready answer every question which was sub- 
mitted him connection with the revision the Bible. 
Such labor love your late husband was permitted 
render the Christian public, not only the United States 
but the whole world, honor granted only few 
the great scholars the 

Another member the same house earlier period 
writes: Dr. Mead was truly great scholar, and during the 
years this work was progress freely gave his time and 
labor, without any remuneration whatever, the making 
what conceded scholars generally the most perfect 
translation the Bible. all this time under the trying 
delay incident the completion great task was 
always patient and resourceful, ever looking upon the bright 
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side. The whole Bible-reading world the gainer his 


noble and generous life. 
The following remarks upon Bible Revision were prepared 
college companion who had lifelong acquaintance with 


Professor Mead 

“Dr. Mead’s work was confined the Old Testament. 
was unquestionably one the very ablest Hebrew scholars 
the Committee. Some the original members had died and 
upon him fell far more than his share the work remaining 
—particularly the Herculean task reading the entire proof 
the Old Testament came from the press Nelson and 
Sons. 

“The Revisers, British and American, had all along felt 
that the rare English the King James Version must not 
suffer their that its purity, simplicity, beauty, vigor, 
and homelikeness qualities that have made potent 
molding the style English authors since its appearance 
must, all hazards, preserved. One quite safe saying 
that they have been; and that, the American Edition es- 
pecially, these virtues shine even clearer light. Scholarship 
had grown profound and accurate the intervening three 
hundred years. The Hebrew and Greek texts were better un- 
derstood 1901 than 1611. 

“In general, the changes made the revision the two 
Committees are retained the American Edition, though 
number instances the American Revisers have restored 
the renderings the King James Version. But these Re- 
visers, released from the old condition, went further their 
effort render the text more faithful the original and 
simple the common mind. They made complete, changes 
that were only partial. They eliminated all uncouth, obsolete 
and obscure locutions and unidiomatic constructions, modern- 
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ized the grammar, and brought the punctuation date: 
and this without marring the beautiful household diction 


the old Version. There good reason believe that this 
Edition 1901 will gradually supplant, pulpit and popular 
use, both sides the Atlantic, all preceding Versions 
the Bible, however excellent. 

arithmetic can compute the debt the world will forever 
owe Dr. Charles Marsh Mead for the wise, patient, and 


protracted service that finally devolved him alone mem- 


ber the American Committee Bible Revision.” 


have refused receive any pecuniary compensation for their 
labor, from the sale books. 

1900 Dr. Mead received proposal become Professor 
Dogmatics This his Bible work did not allow 
him accept. Again, 1901, was asked lecture for 


the current year the Congregational College Canada 
Dogmatics, but was compelled decline because the same 
pressing occupation. 


July, 1902, Dr. and Mrs. Mead again visited Europe, and 
were absent two years. Dr. Mead was then suffering much 

from deafness and dizziness, which physicians and aurists 
this country and abroad agreed ascribing his overwork 

proof-reading. The climate London was unfavorable 
the crossed over the Continent, stopping 
Berlin, Mentone, North Italy, and Switzerland, spending the 
following winter Mentone, the climate which place 
had found The following summer spent 
Switzerland, and August, 1904, came back this coun- 

try. the following years spent the winters, first 
Boston, then New Haven, the summers Middlebury. 
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October, 1905, published his book entitled The- 
anniversary his college graduation, when his Alma Mater 
conferred him the degree LL.D. 

the last three four years his life Professor Mead 
seemed have entirely recovered his health. His hearing 
was well-nigh perfect. several his friends said, 
seemed have taken new lease life. seemed wholly 
well when went church the morning February 12, 
1911. After the service took long walk with old min- 
friend who was visiting New Haven. The midday 
was uncommonly warm for the season, and his return, after 
leaving his friend, lengthened his walk. came home over- 
heated and very tired. Precautions were taken guard 
against chill, but became evident, after day so, that 
was suffering from pneumonia. was much exhausted 
that had strength throw off the disease. His pulse 
was rapid, and the strain upon his heart was great. the 
forenoon Wednesday was thought physician and 
nurse rallying. said his wife little after noon, 
“Monday was sickest day.” About half hour later, 
after brief nap, the twinkling eye were, acute 
dilatation the heart took place, and was gone. This 
2.30 M., February 15. 

few extracts from letters sympathy Mrs. Mead 
the occasion her husband’s death will interest. 

The President the College wrote: very few 
the graduates Middlebury College have shed upon her 
greater lustre than did Dr. Mead. great scholar, our most 
distinguished the Old Testament field, was also great 
and noble man. His mastery research never dimmed his 
fervor.” 
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prominent Trustee the College wrote: deeply 
the loss the greatest scholar Middlebury College has upon 
the rolls her alumni. His life has been inspiration 
devoted always the things the spirit master the 


the was character whom the young 


shall taught venerate the halls his Alma Mater 
long she endures.” 

younger friend wrote: His interest and his great 
kindness made impression boyhood that has endured 
until now. The love God was his face truly his 
soul, and the thought divine things itself his 
very smile. grateful that should have had even the 
infrequent fellowship with this man God.” 

intimate college friend wrote: “In the best sense the 
word was large man large native endowments, large 
his acquisitions, large his accomplishments, but noth- 
ing larger than his heart.” 

One with whom there had been cherished friendship from 
college days wrote: are more see that mild but 
firm countenance and that dome-like brow, more than once said 
bear remarkable resemblance Shakespeare’s, but 
have before the thoughts and words that have cheered 
and strengthened many. was wise and witty, patriotic 
with deep sense justice, bold yet always self-controlled. 
His writings exhibit style combining simplicity and strength 
remarkable degree. general information theolog- 
ical and philosophical subjects his opinions were great value.” 
friend peace wrote: His lofty patriotism and untir- 
ing efforts for the true welfare America and humanity, 
during the last dozen years, when the country has sorely 
needed such spirit and such service his, are something 
which shall never forget.” 
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Another wrote: The country, may say the world, has 
suffered great loss: from time time have read his arti- 
cles with deep interest and profit. was teacher the 
highest rank, both the subjects presented and his 
thorough and clear way treating them.” 

highly-valued friend fifty years’ duration, times 
association, writes student days Andover: 
“Among other accomplishments was fine singer, and 
our common interest music drew together. There was 
quartette club which both were members. these 
years friendship was formed that continued unbroken until 
the end his life. When retired and came New 
Haven reside 1898, very intimate association began 
anew. Almost daily took our exercise together for sev- 
eral years. impressed all our intercourse la- 
man wide information, especially Biblical Criticism 
and Historical Theology; earnest and devout spirit; 
sincere and conscientious Christian. was exceedingly 
independent his convictions and not easily shaken them 
when once they were formed. 

“No doubt his greatest service his generation was his 
work upon the American Revision the Old Testament. 
was one the latest survivors the distinguished body 
scholars whom that work was committed, and very natur- 
ally the final stages that work, its completion and prepara- 
tion for the press, and its actual publication, fell into his 
hands. Upon this task wrought with industry that 
was immense, and that, for several years, seriously impaired 
his health. was the toil his days and his nights for 
number years, and the ripe result the studies-of his life. 
If, has been said both sides the sea, this version 
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the best English version ever yet made, think must give 
him large share the credit. This his best 
ment.” 

The following public expressions deserve record: “The 
New Haven Association Congregational ministers has 
heard with deep regret the death Professor Charles 
Mead. Some have known him intimately, all 
have known his honorable record man, scholar and 
teacher. have known his leadership lifting the 
American Revision the Old Testament much above the 
English Revision which was based. have felt the 
stimulus his participation our meetings, and remember 
with satisfaction the clear vision truth and duty that in- 
spired his utterances social and political questions.” 

the meeting the Harvard Biblical Club held Bos- 
ton, October 14, the President, Dr. Toy, the chair, the fol- 
lowing notice was read Professor Hincks: “The death 
February 15, 1911, Professor Charles Marsh Mead, one 
the early members this Club, leads put record 
our high regard for his character, and our appreciation the 
important service rendered him biblical knowledge, 
Professor Hebrew Andover Seminary for sixteen years, 
member the Old Testament Revision Company, and 
Commentator.” 

notice Professor Mead would incomplete without 
some allusion his characteristics man and thinker. 
did more than live and work: left impression be- 
hind him. have ample means for understanding his cher- 
ished sentiments, especially his theological views. Besides 
numerous magaziné articles philosophy and theological crit- 
icism, published two volumes carefully written doctrinal 
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disquisitions. 1889 gave Princeton University the 
six lectures the Stone foundation, which treated 
the Divine Existence and Revelation. These lectures 
were and published volume 450 pages, en- 
titled Supernatural Revelation: Essay Concerning the 
Basis the Christian Faith.” 1905, after sixteen years 
study and contemplation, published second volume 
more than 350 pages, entitled Theology: Study 
Some Antitheses Religious Thought.” 

These two volumes present the most serious convictions 
the author, and almost constitute portraiture his intel- 
lectual life. The Lectures bring view the settled faith, 
religious topics, man who had spent fifteen years 
Bible teaching and seven years review his own thoughts 
and the thoughts other men. Theology” pre- 
sents the views which had become persuaded after 
intimate acquaintance with the struggles progressive or- 
thodoxy that had occurred Andover, and after extensive 
with English and German speculation. was 
perfectly home amid the teachings Caird, 
Ritschl, and other Eurcpean authors. 

The Princeton lectures treat topics which those en- 
tering the ministry should well grounded. They were ad- 
dressed specially students, and related the system 
Christian doctrines, rather than points dispute among 
advanced thinkers. origin theistic belief the open- 
ing subject. This followed the grounds theistic be- 
lief. preliminary topic the question arises, What 
belief knowledge? knowledge,” says, “is the 
product the combination and comparison individual 
cognitions.” “All knowledge thus seen composite 
thing.” Each one seems have direct perception the 


| 


212 Charles Marsh Mead. 
external world. becomes confident the accuracy and 
reality his perception learning that others have the 
same experience. The author bases the belief the divine 
existence upon tendency believe the supernatural; upon 
indications overruling power; and upon Christ’s belief 
God. That God living reality made certain the 
Christian mind the fact that God has manifested himself 
Christ the world.” 

The treatise the doctrine revelation thorough one; 
but the main interest, the present time, connected with 
the doctrine miracles. Nearly one-fourth the entire 
volume devoted this theme. This not the place 
discuss the topic itself; but recent discussions make in- 
terest say, that accepted the fact and evidential value 
miracles, yet with some modification the traditional 
orthodoxy. says, Miracles are defined events 
produced special extraordinary divine agency.” 
ascribed Christ must regarded real; and the gen- 
eral presumption that special revelation must authenti- 
cated supernatural manifestations considers valid. 
admits, however, that cannot deny one’s right question 
the accuracy certain particular narratives miracle. 
any case, Christ’s authority and headship did not depend 
the miracles but upon his character. 

taught the doctrine inspiration not verbal inspira- 
tion the sense that the words the Bible record were dic- 
tated the writers, but this sense, that the thoughts 
imparted them gave form their expression. taught, 
also, that the scripture narratives were not above criticism. 
They were written fallible men, and discrepancies were 
expected. But believed that criticism limited its 
range; cannot eradicate man’s tendency believe, cannot 
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essentially change the canon Scripture, cannot convince the 
world that there any resort pious frauds the Bible. 

The volume 1905, “Irenic Theology,” was written for 
the purpose pouring oil troubled waters. does not 
aim stifle debate, but cherish toleration, and foster 
the thought that, perhaps, there something said 
the other side. The general purpose the book not 
encourage agnosticism which, because knowledge can not 
made incontrovertible, despairs all knowledge, but 
rather show that theological knowledge, like knowledge 
general, though partial, even inaccurate, yet appre- 
hension real truth, and that the hope progress this 
apprehension lies, not spirit intolerant exclusion but 
one tolerant inclusion.” The author prepares the way 
for harmony accepting variant views pointing out cer- 
tain discrepancies that must admitted and passed over 
the natural sciences. What the nature matter? 
motion? something that occurs time? so, 
must occur present time; but present time has duration, 
and affords opportunity for motion. Theologians are 
not beset any peculiar difficulties they are compelled 
admit that there are mysteries connected with their specula- 
tions which still await solution. thinks, for instance, that 
all parties can agree the origin sin. has two sources 
—innate depravity, and the free action the moral agent. 
Some theologians give prominence one source, some the 
other. Every attempt clear the problem aids 
ascertainment the truth. “It only when each one 
one-sided way tries exclude the other, that the failure 
explain the difficulty becomes 

The Professor held that other theological doctrines are 
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treated like manner. Affirmations are 
denials cannot supported. must maintain side 
side with the Calvinistic doctrine divine sovereignty the 
Arminian doctrine human freedom.” believed that the 
adherents Christian truth could harmonize their views 
the agencies human and divine engaged regeneration and 
sanctification that they could come agreement the 
deity Christ and the incarnation. 

This view advocates after thorough study the 
tory these doctrines. believes salvation Christ, 
some sense the death Christ, but rejects decidedly 
the schemes New England called orthodox. has 
patience with vicariousness, sacrifice justice, 
appeasing the wrath God, paying the penalty due the guilty 
the sufferings the innocent. him these sentiments 
are overstrained and absurd. This theory vicarious sat- 
isfaction therefore conflicts every side with the enlightened 


moral instincts men.” looks upon life this world 
school rather than court justice: God orders affairs 
kindness and seeks the salvation men. far then 


human analogies have any weight, they indicate that the more 


theory the atonement not the juridical gov- 


ernmental, but (if may designate it) the paternal 

The literary character Professor Mead has been brought 
view sufficiently, perhaps, preceding statements. was 
not voluminous writer, yet did much with his pen. Four 
volumes his own composition bear his name. trans- 
lated, from the German, Lange’s Commentary Exodus, and 
Dorner’s Ethics partly; wrote also Romans and 
“Der Rémerbrief,” and some articles for encyclopedias. 
wrote also more than thirty articles criticism and philos- 
ophy some original, some translated published various 
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forms, some small bound volumes. Most these were 
thrown off occasion called for none them hasty 
productions, the expression thought long cherished and 
often reconsidered. His thoughts were expressed clear 
style, fit words woven into sentences the order suggested 
the thought. might said had style; that is, 
was not stylist. mind was not prism that unfolded 
light into its composite colors, but was transparent, and the 
light emitted was pure and unalloyed. had mastery 
language and found simple expressive word for his 
thoughts, however subtle. His perfect knowledge German 
never led him into its ponderous sentences. never drew 
upon foreign languages express his thoughts, many 
reputable authors, for instance Matthew Arnold, have done. 
was disgusted with pedantry, and protested against the 
use Zeitgeist when English has spirit the times. was 
very loyal the English tongue, and protested against coin- 
ing new terms giving strange meanings old ones. The 
simplicity his style, however, never hindered him from 
powerful and emphatic utterance his convictions and 
impassioned feelings. never claimed poet, but 
wrote many beautiful lines verse both original and 
translations. 

Professor Mead was also instructive and impressive 
preacher. While was professor Andover the pulpit 
the Seminary Chapel was supplied the five professors, each 
taking term Sundays for his portion the work. Pro- 
fessor Mead’s services elicited special attention, and many 
people came the Hill from the village hear him. The 
following from the same hand that wrote concerning Bible 
revision 

“Tt has always seemed marvel that Professor Mead could 
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preach did. was profound student men and 
books, but wrote his sermons the scholastic air the 
ological seminary. never had pastorate though 
gled much with men. found subject-matter in, 
gleaned suggestions from, the daily trials and 
and needs and aspirations parishioners. must have had, 
the background his mind, his own and his 
life the country parish his birth, and must have taken 
himself representative his fellows. What felt and 
desired thought they also must feel and desire. And 
met his hearers plane which was both theirs and his, 
charm and the power his sermons lay the fact 
that was and through and behind what said. There 
are those who preach simply from what they know 
ually. Between what they say and themselves there wide 
gulf separation. The staple their discourse not the 
truth they have felt and have proved, and know having 
lived it, but what they have seen heard found out 
study. was not with Mr. Mead. His own strong 
but sweet and lovable nature pervaded his speech. The 
gent argument, enforcing all others, was the quickening per- 
sonality behind his utterance. 
Mead was man easily aroused and enkindled, but 
was not effervescent: never preached sermons addressed 
primarily the feelings. strove capture the intellect. 
knew that only thus would those emotions awakened 
that would lead the permanent conquest the will. 
tried convince the reason, get fast hold the conscience, 


and mold the life. 


was pleasure see him the pulpit, his fugitive 
articles, and his books, gather together all the shreds 
evidence pertinent his theme, twist them into strands, and 
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twine these deftly into cords that hold like the cables 
ocean liners. And the verbal expression always matched and 
mated the thought. His German and Oriental studies had 
not vitiated his native tongue. Every word was apt none 
other could fit substitute. needed word was lacking, 
needless word was used. And all, level the apprehen- 
sion those addressed and carrying the thought their 
surface, were marshalled becoming order. Read his pref- 
ace the Old Testament the American Revision you 
would get illustration the simple, direct, lucid, trench- 
ant, and forceful style this master 

Another friend Professor Mead, competent speak 
this subject, who has gone through the whole range polit- 
ical appointments from town representative United States 
Senator, writes: The profound scholarship the late Pro- 
fessor Charles Mead was recognized Biblical scholars 
home and abroad. think this reputation, high and de- 
served was, served obscure and overshadow his ex- 
traordinary gifts preacher. this field, had chosen 
the pulpit, could have easily excelled. The style his 
discourse was simple, elegant, and crystalline clearness. 
was never sensational, yet strong, forceful; for had the 
force truth clearly conceived and clearly and beautifully 
uttered. are the attributes great preacher, and 
Professor Mead had them extent have rarely seen 
equalled. these added winning and gracious person- 
ality. life not now short have listened much so- 
called pulpit oratory, some good, some otherwise. Without 
making comparisons can affirm that Professor Mead met 
idea great preacher.” 

church polity was decided Independent. had 


admiration orders and rank the clergy. looked upon 
Vol. LXIX. No. 274. 
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ritualism empty, not vain, show. Religious virtues 
and powers looked upon individual possessions, 
stowed directly the Divine Lord the church. re. 
peated more than once his ingenious and eloquent sermon 
the text, “And there ran young man and told Moses and 
said, Eldad and Medad prophesy the camp. And Moses 
said unto Enviest thou for sake? Would God that 
all the Lord’s people were prophets, and that the Lord would 
put his spirit upon them.” 

member the body politic, Mr. Mead had deep in- 
terest the welfare and policy the country. was the 
land the fathers that loved. regretted the island 
additions the country, and really abhorred what known 
“imperialism.” The acquisition the Philippine Islands 
considered unspeakable mistake, would not now wait 
place them improved condition, but thought that 
ought draw back once, and wash our hands the 
whole thing.” desired that everything that might provoke 
international differences should avoided, and wrote news- 
paper articles deprecating the fortification the Panama 
Canal, earnestly arguing for its neutralization. advocat- 
ing this spent the last weeks his life. suggested 
that the nations ought enter into agreement never 
use aviation aid any way the conduct military move- 
ments. strongly disapproved the increase our navy. 
The cruise the battle-ships felt was not only wicked 
waste money, but was example other nations greatly 
deplored. was active member the American 
Peace Society and the Anti-Imperialist League. 

His death was noticed the League follows: The 
Executive Committee the Anti-Imperialist League, meeting 
Boston, voted that the following resolution, 
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Moorfield Storey, President, and Erving Winslow, Secretary, 
placed upon the records the Committee and communicated 
the family the late Professor Mead: Rev. Prof. Charles 
Marsh Mead, LL.D., D.D., who has successively represented 
the Anti-Imperialist League Vermont and Connecticut, was 
its devoted friend and untiring advocate. The Executive 
Committee desires record here and express his family 
and friends its appreciation the service which our late 
Vice-President rendered contributions the press and pub- 
lications the League, inspired moral enthusiasm and 
conscientiousness which even those who were unable un- 
willing accept his arguments did not fail recognize and 
respect. Professor Mead’s loss great one many causes 
and many fields, but will felt more deeply than 
the Anti-Imperialist League.” 
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II. 


CHRIST THE FOUR GOSPELS. 


THE REVEREND EDWARD GARDNER, 
CHESTER, NEW JERSEY. 


have four pictures Christ the one given 
each the Gospels. They are essentially the same, for 
they represent the same glorious person, yet they are distinct 
from one another. 

the first chapter Ezekiel, there vision that appears 
the prophet, four living creatures sent forth from the 
throne wonderful creatures, shining like fire and 
speeding swift lightning their course. They are lion, 
ox, man, and eagle. You see them again the fifth 
chapter the book Revelation, and there they are repre- 
sented being the midst of, and round, the throne God. 
Clearly, these creatures correspond the cherubim the 
Jewish worship, and represent the fourfold energy God 
issues forth toward the world. Accordingly they may 
taken symbols the fourfold life God revealed Christ, 
and set forth the four Gospels. Matthew gives Christ 
the lion; Mark, Christ the ox; Luke, Christ the man; 
John, Christ the eagle. Matthew, Christ the lion, sets 
forth his power and majesty, the lion the tribe Judah; 
Mark, Christ the ox, his strength for labor, bending his neck 
beneath the yoke; Luke, Christ the man, his humanity one 
with nature and experience; John, Christ the eagle, his 
divinity, soaring above the earth into the presence God. 

The closing verse each Gospel gives the characteristic 
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each. Matthew’s last verse is, Teaching them observe all 
things whatsoever have commanded you: and lo, with 
you alway, even unto the end the world.” That Christ 
the King. Mark’s last verse is, They went forth, and 
preached everywhere, the Lord working with them, and con- 
the word with signs following.” That Christ the 
Worker. Luke says, They .were continually the Tem- 
ple, praising and blessing God. That the disciple’s joy 
Christ, their Friend. John says the close the twentieth 
chapter (which the real end the Gospel, for the twenty- 
first appendix), are written, that might 
believe that Jesus the Christ the Son God, and that 
believing might have life through his name.” That 
Christ, the Divine One. 

Matthew tells Christ the King. The Jew, trained the 
Old Testament, was expecting that the Christ would 
king. Prophecies his kingly power run through all those 
Scriptures. God told Adam that his seed should bruise the 
serpent’s made covenant with Abraham that 
his seed should possess the earth.” Through Jacob, said 
that scepter” should not depart from Judah, nor 
lawgiver from between his feet, till Shiloh come.” cove- 
nanted with David, that his seed should sit upon his throne 
forever. Isaiah déscribed king who should reign right- 
eousness, and the subsequent prophets fill the details the 
kingly character. Suddenly the Old Testament ends with evi- 
dent incompleteness, leaving every Jew looking for the prom- 
ised Messiah. 

are then confronted with Matthew’s Gospel. was 
written Jew for the Jews. has mind Old Testament 
prophecies and Jewish expectations. Its object prove 
that the prophecies the coming King are realized Christ, 
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that indeed the very King whom the Jews were ex. 
pect. says repeatedly, This was that such and such 
prophecy might fulfilled. You find that similar phrases 
more than forty times this Gospel. They form its very 
warp and woof. You find Luke less than twenty times, 
Mark hardly more than once. This Gospel written 
the key the Old Testament kingly prophecies. comes 
its right position the Bible, just after the Old Testament, 
because linked closer the Old Testament than any 
other Gospel. the gate which opens from the one book 
the other; the bridge which you pass from the old econ- 
omy the new. admits all that can said the regal 
grandeur the promised Messiah, and then says, Look 
this Jesus, and see this grandeur not manifest him. 
With this thought mind, let glance through the Gos- 
pel. The first verse significant: kind key-text the 
whole: The book the generation Jesus Christ, the son 
David, the son Abraham.” But why call him especially 
the son David, the son Abraham? Because the two 
covenants kingly power and world-wide rule were made 
the seed David and the seed Abraham, and Mat- 
thew’s aim show that Jesus that seed. Look now 
Matthew’s genealogy. Luke also gives genealogy, but note 
the difference between the two. Matthew’s does not farther 
back than Abraham, for wishes show Christ’s connection 
only with the Jews. Luke’s runs back Adam, for aims 
show Christ’s relation with the race. The two lines de- 
scent are characteristic. Matthew gives the legal line, 
which Christ was David’s heir Jewish law: Luke, the nat- 
ural line, which was David’s son flesh and blood. 
Matthew the incarnation revealed Joseph, Jesus’ legal 
parent: Luke, Mary, his natural parent. Luke the 
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tidings are sung humble shepherds, types the lowly 


classes the world over; Matthew star, itself emblem 
royalty, brings the wise men worship the feet the 
King the Jews. from the beginning, you see charac- 


teristic differences. 
You find them all the way through. When Christ comes 


baptized, Matthew tells John’s hesitancy doing it, 
revealing the King not found Mark Luke. After 
the temptation, read only Matthew, angels minister- 
ing him. 

Turn the Sermon the Mount. You find many parts 
that Luke, but there comes incidentally. Mat- 
thew forms the King’s inaugural message, and the promul- 
gation his laws. occupies the same place here that the 
revelation the law from Sinai did the Old Testament. 
There Jehovah, having called out people for himself and 
brought them forth from bondage, appeared them Mount 
Sinai, issued his laws for them, and unfolded the worship they 
should engage and the kingdom they should have. Christ 
Matthew Jehovah once more earth, repeating this 
Old Testament history. Here, having called out people for 
himself, ascends mountain near Capernaum, makes him- 
self known King the new Israel, issues laws which are 
not abrogation fulfilment the Old Testament, and 
unfolds the worship and describes the kingdom set before this 
new people. you read this manifesto, how can you help 
seeing another and spiritual book Exodus and Leviticus 
for another and spiritual Israel, while the contrast, the 
close, between the safety those who hear and his say- 
ings and the ruin those who hear but them not, what 
that but the blessings and the cursings the book Deuter- 
onomy, when Moses says, See, have set before you life and 
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death: choose life, that may live (Deut. xxx. 15, 19), 
When Jehovah spake the law from Sinai, the people trembled: 
when this Jehovah had uttered his laws, the people were 
astonished, for spake one having authority. Such 
the Sermon the Mount. 

The parables the thirteenth chapter have kingly char- 
acter they are prophecy the fortunes Christ’s kingdom, 
Christ’s commission the apostles Mark and Luke 
pies but few verses; Matthew fills chapter, for 
the King delegating his authority his 
From now the closing era his life, occurs the movement 
towards Jerusalem. the King advancing toward his cap- 
ital take possession his throne. royal progress 
from the twentieth the twenty-fifth chapter, and every 
step dilates grandeur; enters the city triumph; 
combats and overawes the Pharisees; weeps over the city, 
and foretells its doom and the ending the world, closing 
with the three parables descriptive its final triumph and its 
overthrow wise and foolish virgins, the 
servants with their talents, and that last perhaps sublimest 
picture the Gospels, where Christ shows himself the 
sublimest figure, Christ the King glory and the angels 
round him, while awards all mankind their everlasting 
portion. Surely the grandest prophecies the Old Testament 
are more than fulfilled here. 

last Christ bows his royal head death, but through all 
these shameful scenes moves king. Matthew, and 
only, who the legions angels who are ready 
his the dream Pilate’s wife; the earth rend- 
ing Christ’s death, and the saints coming from their graves 
form his retinue ascended; the angel, with coun- 
tenance like lightning, who rolled back the stone from the 
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tomb, and before whom the keepers became dead men. 
records but two scenes Christ’s resurrection life, 


the other declares, “All power given unto heaven 


and earth. therefore, and teach all nations, 
whatsoever have commanded you.” have hint 
Matthew the ascension. remarkable omission, yet 
wishes keep before our thought Christ king this 
world; and therefore the last view gives him not as- 
cending into heaven but ruling over earth. ends Mat- 
thew’s description all Christ King. 

Mark shows Christ Worker. Matthew had 
royal power, Mark have constant action. There Christ 
wore royal robes and called for homage. Here royalty laid 
aside, and but one thought controls him, how use every 
moment and put forth every power man service. 

emblem that shrink from using regard 
Christ. Yet think oxen the plow, every muscle 
tense with effort, the heads bent, the strong shoulders under 
the yoke, subduing acre after acre their indomitable 
strength and remember that Ezekiel’s vision, the 
was winged, and rushed swift lightning its course, 
and that probably refers the winged oxen sculptured 
the walls becomes unfit emblem the 
strong, resistless energy Christ. 

generally believed that Mark wrote his Gospel for the 
Romans. There are Roman words it, and references 
Roman customs, and explanations Jewish peculiarities 
which none but Roman would require. probable that, 
laboring among Romans, was led show them that there 
was that Christ which was adapted them, that the very 
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energy which they boasted and which they stood gy. 
preme among mankind, had its highest manifestation Christ. 
was “the noblest Roman them all.” 

See how many things combine give the impression 
Christ the Worker. 

Notice the omissions this Gospel. man claim 
king, you need know his ancestry, for his claims are 
based that. But your servant, you not 
care for this; you wish know what can do, and the 
sooner begins work, the better. Therefore, while Mat. 
thew, telling Christ king, gives his genealogy, Mark 
omits all. Indeed, tells nothing Christ’s 
dents. There reference the angels’ song, the wise 
men’s visit; not incident the nativity; are not even 
told that Mary was his mother that Bethlehem was his 
birthplace. There simply come eight swift verses describing 
John who was his forerunner; one more tells his baptism; 
two the descent him the Spirit; two more the 
temptation; and the thirteenth verse the first chapter, 
has entered his work. Three and half chapters 
Matthew, and many more Luke, are condensed, Mark, 
into thirteen verses. There are numerous other similar omis- 
sions. Mark leaves out nearly all the discourses, for 
telling the worker, not the teacher. condenses the 
commission the apostles, which Matthew occupies 
chapter, into three four verses. omits the curses 
nounced the scribes and Pharisees. records only four 
parables, while Matthew has fifteen, and Luke twenty-one. 
Then never calls Christ Lord till after the resurrection. 
Even conversation, when, according the other evangel- 
ists, Christ addressed this title, Mark, set purpose, 
omits everywhere but once (and that might have been 
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feeling that would mar the impression 
that wishes make. Matthew has many references the 
prophecies Mark, after the first three verses, has but one. 
Matthew speaks often the law: the very word “law” 


not found Mark. 
Now look what Mark does record. This far the brief- 


est the Gospels, yet tells nearly many miracles 
any the others. And they are told intense and 
way; you can fairly see Christ working them. You 
catch his tone, his look, his gesture; you hear his very words. 
Mark uses the present tense the verb narrating them, 
they were occurring even while told them. tells 
the circumstances, the astonishment the multitudes, the 
awe the disciples. Matthew, for example, says, when 
Christ was baptized, The heavens were Mark, ac- 
cording the Greek, says, They were rent Mat- 
thew says Christ rebuked the wind and the waves the Sea 
Galilee; Mark gives the words the rebuke (you can hear 
them ring across the angry billows), Peace, 
thew gives the record the healing the man sick with 
palsy: brief and general. Mark gives every incident 
the eager crowds about the door, the four men carrying the 
paralytic, the uncovering and breaking through the roof. 
Compare the two accounts the Gadarene demoniac. 
Matthew, the act subordinate the person who works it: 
Mark, the act everything, and brings out with such 
vivid and dramatic force that you seem stand upon the spot 
and witness it. 

Then Mark makes you feel, none the other evangel- 
ists, the pressure the ever-present crowds, and the whirl 
excitement amid which Christ moved. the people 
thronged him continually; that his fame spread wider, the 
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more sought conceal it; that whole villages and towns 
and districts were roused his that the sick sought 
touch the mere hem his garment. 

describes the swiftness his work. There one 
languid moment. One deed treads the footsteps 
other. See how frequently the first three chapters you find 
Mark’s favorite words immediately,” straightway,” forth. 
with,” which are the same word the original. the first 
chapter only, you have 


66 


straightway coming out the 
immediately the Spirit driveth him,” straightway 
they forsook their nets,” called them,” and 
on, the word used ten times this one chapter. 
sense breathlessness here! The narrative fairly seems 
pant its efforts keep with the swift 
the deeds power and mercy. 

Mark who twice records that leisure 
much that his friends sought lay hold him, 
for they said, beside himself.” The other evangelists 
tell much Christ’s suffering, his sorrow, and weariness. 
Mark there hardly hint this. You would scarcely 
know that his work cost him anything. You may well believe 
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indeed. Such constant teaching, many miracles, the per- 
petual presence the sick and those possessed with devils, 
must have drawn upon his vital power, and worn down brain 
and heart and limbs, but never hints himself. Doubt- 
less tells the Father, but the world knows nothing 
it. Not until, for the accomplishment his mission, needs 
speak it; not until the Worker prepares cease his work 
and begins suffer, and Gethsemane and the cross are nigh 
hand, does give evidence his trials. like sol- 
dier the thick battle, who hides his wounds and stays 
the blood that may fight on. 
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Such the picture that Mark gives, one utterly absorbed 

loving work for men. know other biography that gives 

you such sense consecration and intensity. Lives 
formers, heroes, martyrs, seem languid and inert beside 
His ministry lasted hardly three brief years, but into them 
compressed the energies well-nigh century. life was 
ever crowded with activity his. Christ the Worker 
far beyond mere human comparisons Christ the Suf- 
ferer. 

Now come Luke, who tells Christ the loving 
Friend. Here learn how human Christ was, how wide 
sympathy, how quick and deep pity and love. 

Luke begins, and the only one who does, telling 
Christ’s infancy and youth. have here the joy Mary 
when she was told she was his mother, and Elisabeth’s 
sympathetic delight. are told how was wrapped 
swaddling clothes and laid the manger, circumcised the 
eighth day, and presented the temple. have account 
his childhood, and glimpse his boyhood when. the 
age twelve, went Jerusalem and astonished the 
doctors his understanding and his answers. learn that 
through successive years increased wisdom and stat- 
ure, and favor with God and man.” Who can compare this 
with the opening the other Gospels, and not see that Luke 
preparing give deeper insight into Christ’s human 
nature than the others? feel that know man better 
have been acquainted with him child, and feel 
that shall better understand Christ’s manhood for these 
glimpses into his childhood’s life. 

Now glance along the Gospel, and see how his humanity 

dwelt on. Here learn how rejoiced spirit when the 
gospel was revealed babes; how wept journeyed 
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drops blood, and angel came strengthen him. Luke 
alone tells that Christ turned and looked Peter the 
judgment hall, the reproachful look that showed the wounded 
heart; that with his latest breath cried, Father, into thy 
hands commend that after the resurrection 
ate with the disciples prove his resurrection body, and 
the hearts the two burn within them walked with them 
Emmaus. 

Luke dwells more than any other Christ’s prayers. 
alone tells that Christ prayed when was baptized and 
when was that prayed all night before 
chose the twelve apostles; that prayed for Peter, that his 
faith fail not, and for those who crucified him. tells how 
taught others pray both precept and example, giving, 
illustrations, the man going for bread his friend mid- 
night, the widow pleading with the unjust judge, and the 
contrast between the Pharisee and the Publican. 

Think too the character the parables Luke records, 
There are number given both him and Matthew, but even 
those there are characteristic differences. The same parable 
has more majesty Matthew and more tenderness Luke. 
Matthew the feast which the gospel compared, given 
his neighbors while those that are peculiar each, the dif- 
ferences are striking. Compare the three the twenty-fifth 
chapter Matthew and the three the fifteenth Luke. 
These are perhaps the most striking parables either Gospel, 
and how clearly does each show the evangelist’s intention. 
Matthew the three are the wise and foolish virgins, the ser- 
vants with the talents, and the nations the king’s right hand 
and left: they speak our responsibility sovereign 
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whose hands our eternal destiny. But Luke the clustered 
characteristic three are the shepherd searching for his sheep, 
the woman for her coin, and that tenderest parables, the 
prodigal son. There nothing here the awful sovereign, 
but the compassionate Redeemer loving, seeking, finding, lost 


humanity. 
Luke shows Christ’s sympathy for special classes. This 


the gospel, for his tenderness children specially 
displayed. woman’s gospel, for his affectionate regard 
for her strikingly manifested. Think the accounts 
Mary and Anna and Elisabeth, the, women who ministered 
bim, the one who washed his feet with her tears, the widow 
Nain, Mary and Martha Bethany, and the daughters 
Jerusalem who bewailed him went Calvary. the 
gospel for the poor, for Christ’s own poverty dwelt on, while 
all through occur incidental but noteworthy tokens his sym- 
pathy for them. the outcast’s gospel, for here you have 
friendship for the publican, the Samaritan, and the 
harlot. Modern Christendom has learned its lesson com- 
passion from this Gospel, shown the erection asylums 
and reformatories. 

shows peculiarly Christ’s feeling toward sin and his ef- 
forts for man’s rescue. none the other Gospels 
see fully the pollution the human heart, and Christ’s pa- 
tience and his power save. More frequently than any 
other Gospel does Christ call men sinners, and himself 
called the Saviour and his work salvation. His love 
weak sentimentalism ignoring the evil the characters 
those loved; while pities, condemns, and sees that 
only they are rescued from the sin itself can there any 
real salvation. 


This Gospel lets see what suffering Christ’s sympathy 
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cost him. Mark hides the sufferings that may think upon 
the work; Luke shows the sufferings that may know what 
the work cost him, and appreciate the greatness his 
rificing love. 

Such Christ Luke. here have come contact with 
Christ’s heart, and the noblest, tenderest heart that ever 
beat broadest sympathies, truest love, supremest sac- 
rifice. All that men call heroism it, unquailing courage, 
resolved and purposed consecration; but there also the 
supremest tenderness, the largest charity, the keenest sense 
other’s woes. The loftiest qualities manhood, the gentlest 
traits womanhood, are blent him. His heart open 
port from all life’s storms. would know Christ’s power 
Mark; but ever burdens grow heavy and human sympa- 
thy withheld turn for solace that revelation the 
human heart Christ Luke. Read that Gospel, and you 
understand how have friend that sticketh closer than 
brother, high priest who touched with feeling our 
infirmities, for was all points tempted like are.” 

From Christ the Son man, Luke, turn Christ 
the Son God, John. well fitted give this 
picture. More perhaps than any other the apostles, 
adored the Lord. seemed forget himself thinking 
Christ. never called himself name this Gospel, but 
designated himself “the one who lay Jesus’ bosom,” 
disciple whom Jesus loved.” After ages have called him 
“John the Divine.” wrote the Epistle which begins, 
our fellowship with the Father, and with his Son 
Jesus Christ,” and the keynote which is, God love, and 
that dwelleth love, dwelleth God, and God him.” 

wrote this Gospel his old age, fifty years, perhaps, 
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after Jesus had passed away, but the intervening years had not 
dimmed the vision Christ; rather had constant meditation 
made Christ grow more real and wonderful. 

speaking this Gospel, notice, first, that John points 
directly the person and the character Christ, and dwells 
his words and acts only they set him forth. The whole 
Gospel seems stand the attitude John the Baptist, and 
say, Behold the God.” The first miracle 
spoken manifesting forth his glory. His first disciples 
were won, not what said did, but dwelling his 
presence. They said, have seen the Messiah.” That 
thought everywhere. This life eternal, that they might 
know thee the only true God, and Jesus Christ whom thou 
hast Have been long time with you, and yet hast 
thou not known me, Philip?” His discourses are chiefly rev- 
elations himself. does not give precepts, speak 
the kingdom, his coming again; himself, glor- 
ious, present reality, whom reveals. constantly utters 
phrases such these, the way, the truth, and the 
life”; that speak unto thee The personal pro- 
noun which all the other Gospels employs but thirty 
times, here uses nearly one hundred and thirty times; and 


the phrase am,” used the others nine times, occurs here 


forty-five times. 

Then, Christ set forth the revelation God. This 
indicated John’s method beginning his Gospel. While 
Matthew gives Christ’s genealogy king the Jews, and 
Luke son Adam, John describes him coming from 
God. have word his earthly antecedents; simply 
that before his appearance earth had dwelt eternally 
heaven. The title given him the beginning the Gos- 
pel, Word God,” implies this. word that which 
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you express your thought. Often our words utter 
merely some transient surface thought. But what 
some mighty moment our life, when our being was astir 
its foundations, could utter some word sentence which 
was revelation what was deepest us, our innermost con- 
victions, our holiest and most controlling purpose our inner 
self should there find utterance? Such was Christ God, 
God’s supreme word, his message and his self-revelation, the 
central, final, utterance himself sinful, ruined, yet re- 
deemable man. You frequently find expressions such these: 
and the Father are one”; that hath seen hath 
seen the Father”; The only begotten Son, which 
bosom the Father, hath declared him.” 

this which gives sense heaven all Christ says. 
There account the Transfiguration the Ascension, 
for none needed. There need the Transfiguration, 
for the divine glory constantly shines through and transfigures 
nor the Ascension, for continually dwells heaven. 
Even his sufferings hardly seem touch him. Only one 
brief occasion does speak his anticipation the cross; 
and even when the end draws near, refers only com- 
fort his disciples. Gethsemane are told nothing his 
agony prayer, simply his self-possession when meets 
his murderers. All through those scenes lives realm 
where trouble cannot come. the Son man who 
evermore heaven. 

This revelation God Christ set forth meeting our 
soul’s deepest needs. There little said here our earthly 
requirements. You find more commands Matthew, more 
inspiration work Mark, more human sympathy Luke; 
but for our deepest need, for fellowship with God, come 
Christ John. Christ describes himself ways like 
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these: the bread life”; the living water 
herd,” “the vine,” resurrection and the mir- 
are self-manifestations. The word used for them not 
dunameis (power), but semeia (signs) that is, 
what is. When turns the water into wine, gives the 
blind man sight, heals the impotent, feeds five thousand, 
raises Lazarus, always body forth the spiritual mir- 
acle will work when gives them himself; and ordi- 
narily follows the miracle such explanation. 

The manner which Christ and his salvation becomes ours 
represented the clearest light, far more than the other 
Gospels. That familiar verse the third chapter expresses it, 
beginning, God loved the world.” Six John’s favorite 
words are this gave, world, believe, hath, 
life. Christ God’s gift men. also the giving 
God himself; for God was Christ, and all the treasures 


the Godhead are bestowed men when Christ given them. 
This salvation becomes ours simply receiving it. Figures 
which Christ himself uses indicate this. What with 


bread, with water, with life, but receive them into ourselves? 
one John’s favorite words. You find three 
times often this Gospel the other three together. 
There slightly different meaning John from what 
has Paul’s Epistles; with Paul, faith resting 
promise; with John, recognizing reality. Indeed, the 
difference between Paul and John runs everywhere. Paul 
looks sin the ethical side, breaking God’s law and re- 
quiring punished: John sees its essence shutting 
God out the heart, and being its own punishment. Sal- 
vation, according Paul, reconciliation with God; John, 
the indwelling God. God’s gift, according Paul, 
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according John, life. The one empha- 
sizes the other, fellowship. One practical 
the other, mystic and interior. Paul the man 
intellect; John, intuition. Paul reasons; John sees. 
builds truths into system; John’s sentences shine forth 
separate stars the firmament truth. Salvation, John’s 
Gospel, God’s communication himself the receptive 
soul. Forgiveness, reconciliation, only the beginning, the 
doorway, which all God becomes ours. The three great 
words which describe God, and show that meets the needs 
man, are, light, life, love. God life, eternal, 
Salvation consists this life flowing into man’s dead soul, 
God light, which means holiness, knowledge, joy; 
saved have this light shine into our dark hearts. God 
love, which its very essence self-communication and self- 
sacrifice, which pours itself into hearts whose sin and ruin 
was that they were self-centered, and therefore isolated, and 
which its incoming merges them once more the harmo- 
nious universe God. 

This salvation, therefore, present reality. that be- 
lieveth hath everlasting life.” John speaks little about heaven 
about Christ’s second coming; his teaching centers what 
Christ now. Salvation, with John, not going into heaven; 
heaven coming into us. You have taught those won- 
derful chapters from the thirteenth the seventeenth. Before 
this, Christ had been offering himself the world; now, 
alone with his disciples. Read those chapters, and you see 
what communion with Christ is, and what the present bless- 
ings are which Christ bestows. not here king de- 
claring laws; human friend, offering affection. the 
Divine One pouring heavenly life into man’s soul, the crystal 
river from the throne God, coming into the channels 
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earthly consciousness. peace, joy, rest. These things 


have spoken unto you, that joy might remain you, and 


that your joy full.” Peace leave with you; 
peace give unto you.” “Abide me, and you.” Then 


their presence prays for them, showing the twofold re- 
lationship which will stand them inter- 
ceding for them with the Father, and pouring the Spirit into 
their souls. the experience heaven. And this given 
that may understand the blessedness the soul may have 
when accepts Christ. Thus, this the gospel the risen 
life; the life the soul conscious fellowship with God. 

Each Gospel meets our needs. was divinely ordered 
that should have four biographies Christ, that each 
aspect his life its separateness might stand before us. 
Compassed the rebellion the world, Matthew tells the 
King, whom one day all rebellion yield. kin- 
dle toil, have Christ Mark, the tireless worker. 
When troubles press and long for consolation, have the 
friend that sticketh closer than brother, Christ Luke. Yet 
need something beyond all these. These are earthly aspects 
our life. are God, born him, made for him. 
Darkness and emptiness heart are ours, because shut 
away from us. Therefore Christ John comes us. 
God made flesh, the life heaven let down earth. 
speaks purity and peace and love; bids open our 
hearts and let him enter. so; and, enters, our 
agitation passes away, our fears are hushed, our needs are 
met life love and worship, the life Christ, the 
life heaven, begins. 

This view Christ John our eternal portion. 
The coming when shall not need told 
Christ the King, for there will rebellion; shall need 
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kindling work, for work will delight; shall require 
sympathy, for burdens will things the past; but forever- 
more, Christ the revealer and communicator God will 
shine upon us, and shall lost worship. 

The Gospels bring successive stages into ever-growing 
knowledge Christ. should meet some great 
and kingly person, and our first interview with him, im- 
pressed his stately bearing and evident consciousness 
power. That Christ Matthew. Presently know him 
better, and find him using his power constant acts ser- 
vice. That Christ Mark. Grown more familiar with 
him, are admitted into his family and the unreserve 
the home circle. Then see what rare, unselfish, kindly 
heart beats under the royal vestments and kindles the active 
life. That Christ Luke. More intimate with him yet, 
are present with him those high and sacred moments 
when his inner self lies bare and holds fellowship with the 
Father, when what temporary and superficial laid aside 
and the life that came from God and goes back God re- 
vealed. That Christ 

The Gospels separate into couplets which one the com- 
plement the other: Matthew gives sovereignty, and 
Mark, service; Luke, the revelation ideal humanity, and 
John, the revelation God. 

This fourfold Christ stands foursquare all the race. 
the New Jerusalem John’s vision was foursquare, with 
gates every side, and, approach from what side you 
would, there was open entrance straight before you; 
this fourfold Christ confronts humanity. faces alike all 
quarters the east, west, north, south. Men may 
approach him from every race and clime, from diverse ages 
and states civilization; yet before each man stands this 
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Christ, and open doorway meets him, leading straight into 
the Redeemer’s heart. the Christ for all the world. 

This Christ the evidence his own reality. too 
wonderful have been fabricated men’s imagination. 
takes Jesus forge Jesus.” well think the bush- 
men South Africa, dwelling their huts bark and 
could have drawn the plans for Saint Peter’s, 
that these low-thoughted, Galilean peasants, with their ex- 
perience stunted humanity, could have conceived this 
Christ. must have existed they could not have drawn 
him. Admit, you will, minor historical inaccuracies, still 
this stupendous Jesus, outreaching all humanity, must have 
stood before them what they painted, they must, substance, 
have actually seen. 

This Christ proves Christianity. Such being could not 
have appeared the world but for worthy object. Men 
not build cathedrals simply camp for summer’s outing, 
nor construct reservoir the mountains that boys may dip 
into their tin cups. Christianity must the world’s su- 
preme religion, because Christ history’s supreme person. 

Nay, more, Christ Christianity. may have our sep- 
arate philosophies and theologies, and our life and conduct 
may vary with our individuality and circumstances. But, for 
all us, trust, love, worship Christ; take him 
master and guide, the inspirer our actions, the rest our 
have fellowship with him, the joy earth, and see- 
ing him face face, the glory heaven, this the heart 
and center the Christian life. 
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THE DIVORCE PROBLEM: RATIONAL 
RELIGIOUS 


THE REVEREND CHARLES CAVERNO, LL.D., LOMBARD, ILLINOIS, 


which comment needed. But the space command will 
suffer little more than hints and outlines. Method needed 
more than matter. had better express opinion the 
some prominent points it, rather than elab- 
orate argument and cite references. ought not savor 
egotism for set forth the conclusions and convictions 
which have arrived, say that wish more force 
given opinions than there force the reason 
them, express implied. 


SCRIPTURE DOCTRINE. 


Lest get swamped particulars the discussion, 
wish bring forward once its final conclusion, and 
this, that the supreme wisdom covering the whole matter 
the nineteenth chapter the Gospel according Matthew. 
That wisdom defensible before priori rationalism 
posteriori pragmatism. defensible speculatively 
and practically. Anything else written spoken man 
may set aside lost and shall have all need for 
the guidance the human race the words Jesus Christ 
set forth that chapter. have criticisms that 


address delivered before the students Chicago Theolog- 
ical Seminary. 
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chapter either Greek text translation. take 
appears the accredited texts and any our commonly 
known translations the versions any tongue. All 
these sources information agree, and convey ideas easily 
and commonly understood all their particulars. 

The Scripture doctrine divorce very simple. After 
Christ’s handling the law Moses divorce, nothing 
remained unless you except what covered Christ’s 
permission divorce case adultery. 

other author the New Testament treated divorce 
vinculo, ie. divorce from the bond matrimony with per- 
mission marriage another party. The better scholarship 
holds that Paul did not treat such divorce all; fact, 
that Paul neither authorized nor encouraged any sort di- 
vorce whatever. 

Now shall told, You give the traditional view.” 
which reply, Suppose give that view, what it?” 
What if, after examination had, conclude that the tradi- 
tional view correct? ought not detract from the force 
opinion that some one else agrees with me; fact, that 
there has been consensus judgment through the cen- 
turies, and that has constituted the history the Chris- 
tian church from the earliest times. one’s opinion 
valued just because disagrees with somebody every- 
body else? The traditional view should have value because 
Christ’s view, because has made history, and because 
wholesome for mankind. What held church sem- 
per, ubique omnibus,” entitled respect, especially 
has been held the face gainsaying and practising 
world. law, precedent not set aside just because 
precedent. One adds strength the case seeks make, 
showing its consistency with preceding rulings. 
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Some ways making void the historic and the common 


Jesus’ treatment divorce need examina. 


tion. said that Jesus spoke private putting away,” 
and not all statutory judicial divorce, such 
tors and courts may decree. said that Jesus was not 
legislator, and that only set out principles for the regulation 
the conduct individuals. may asked orthodox 
grounds, Why this extreme caution keep Jesus out 
ranks legislators? God lawgiver, not? Christ 
his accredited representative, why might not law- 
giver too? anything apparent the face the Gos 
pels, that Christ marched hither and yon through Jewish 
custom and statutory law, knocking the underpinning out be- 
neath them, matter what tumbled. There are less than 
six cases the Sermon the Mount which Jesus declared 
Jewish law void three these cases standing custom, 
common law, and three statute. Wrong stood better 
with him because was law than individual life. Custom 
makes common law. The days were few which did not 
set aside law. 

fact, just the matter that Jesus passed this nine- 
teenth chapter was what arose might arise under statute. 
Just what the Jews pleaded was statute, and just what Jesus 
said was that statute could not cover divorce not even 
statute Moses that there was higher law behind him 
under which his legislation was abrogated. true that 
Jesus, with Senate his heels,” did not organ- 
ize legislature repeal enact laws, and that did not 
set supreme court pass their validity. But what 
difference does make whether Jesus repealed law form 
said there should practice under it? the latter case 
the law just dead the former. The latter did do. 
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The Pharisees and the disciples understood it, and has 
been understood the Christian church through the ages. 
Saving one exception, hereafter noticed, Jesus cut 
root and branch. 

acted very much like legislator and judge not 
for secular society, least for his church. laid down 
rules practice for his followers that left human law with- 
between Jesus and the indissolubility marriage. said 
what God joined together marriage man should not put 
asunder not even pleaded statute sacred law 

Another way turning the force the plain intent this 
chapter claim that Jesus not taken literally that 
was idealizing that meant say one found him- 
self pleasant marriage relation, one which had evi- 
dence the Divine approbation, should not seek break 
The first thing that should said is, that Jesus 
wanted speak thus could have spoken, but did not. 
The next thing that may said is, that this theory not old 
attempt justification the freedom divorce which grew 
that century. has standing history. can show 
support from apostle, father, commentator repute. 

The fundamental misconception modern thought the 
matter issue this, sentiment regard marriage 
made obscure the foundation the family sex. That 
there ought sentiment in, and regard to, 
greatly true. But one other thing true, and that that 
Jesus closed out the whole discussion about divorce without 
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“And answered, and said unto them, Have not read, that 
which made them the beginning made them male fe- 
‘male? 


“And said, For this cause shall man leave father and mother 
and shall cleave his wife: and they twain shall one 


“Therefore they are more twain, but one flesh. What there. 
fore God hath joined together, let not man put asunder.” 

The whole matter was settled Christ from the base 
the physical sex. wherefores and there- 
fores all relate that fact alone. time did little 
straight thinking the fundamental fiat God regard 
sex and marriage, and had some clear perception what 
follows therefrom. 

The family springs from the fact physical difference 
sex. Children are born because that fact, and perhaps the 
most fundamental question regard divorce whether 
children shall family born born sex promiscuity 
such approximations thereto divorce statutes courts may 
allow. man has chosen wife, and woman chosen 
husband, they have made election under the Divine fiat 
reference sex What therefore God hath joined together, 
let not man put asunder.” that conclusion does not lie 
the text the Saviour, then nothing inferable from human 
language. 

The mystical sacramental idea marriage rests the 
supposition Divine factor it. There is, indeed, such 
factor, but antedates and any service the 
church. The church not purveyor the Divine element. 

the other hand, there growing notion that mar- 
riage creature social regulation—that society can 
make and unmake it. statute substituted for sacra- 
ment. The family not founded society. founded 
the choice one man and one woman for each other grow- 
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ing out the Divine fiat sex. takes only three 
woman. Neither church nor state has anything with it, 
except give benison and witness and protect it. The 
yision common law correct whoever not adultery 
live husband and wife are husband and wife.. Society 
should hold such parties their own act. The fact sex 
act God. These facts are fundamental, and should 
never lost sight discussion upon mar- 
They should have controlling force philosophy and 
practice. 

Christ’s rule, then, was definite, and was the time defi- 
nitely understood, the same way both Pharisees and dis- 
ciples, and then was enforced the church through the 
centuries. far from farming out secular authorities the 
right decide cases divorce, the church maintained its 
own supreme authority the matter. Hence, connection 
with other subjects but preéminently this, there grew 
the distinction between canon and civil law. The secular 
authorities might what they pleased divorce. The 
church stood the rule Christ, and made its own law 
upon it. 

EXCEPTION HIS RULE. 

The exception will found rational, and give force 
the rule. According Matthew, the fifth chapter, 
also the nineteenth, Christ said there might divorce from 
the bond matrimony case adultery. shall have 
deal with that exception utterance Christ. has 
manuscript authority behind that cannot gainsaid. 
are hold that, according Matthew, Christ said any- 
thing all divorce, must hold that made this excep- 
tion, for twice, solid the Greek text, and went over 
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into all versions. That matter may regarded res 
dicata. 

way avoid admission the exception throw 
out the text, because Luke and Mark not have it. But 
when you find that Luke has but one short verse the topic, 
and that Matthew has fifty more words his account than 
Mark, you will see reason for putting Mark the list with 
Luke and considering both abbreviated accounts not that 
Matthew has been padded with interpolations. When, fur- 
ther, considered that Matthew has the exception twice, 
you will conclude that must reckoned with genuine 
utterance the Saviour. The argument against 
supported text one author (in this case two distinct texts) 
because the silence another dangerous weapon. You 
can put dynamite under the whole New Testament with it. 
You can throw out the whole Matthew xix. because John 
has nothing corresponding it. That gives destructive crit- 
ics their whole contention. They can drive coach and four, 
with outriders, front, flank, and rear, whithersoever they list. 
This argument silentto older than the destructive crit- 
ics the last two centuries, and taken from them. 

Aside from its unimpeachable standing manuscripts and 
versions the intense and immense rationality the exception 
muniment title highest authority. 

Christ’s exception will bear rational analysis. must have 
made the exception, put marriage unity ultimately the 
ground the physical difference sex did. The 
tionality Christ’s exception apparent. married man 
who commits adultery has taken another woman into 
riage relation himself. Sex union family act. Children 
since man died this country who left, was said, sixty 


ii! 
1} 
i} 
| 


The Divorce Problem. 249 


children. If, now, you not release the wife 


from the marriage bond, you compel her live polygamy 
She becomes the first inmate harem. The or- 


iginal family unity gone. The wife has the right, may 
the duty, say that she will not part and parcel polyg- 
amy, promiscuous cohabitation, which the same thing. 

woman whose husband left her and cohabited with an- 
other woman was she would receive him back. She 
said she bore him ill will, but she did not marry 
polygamy. There spake the majesty woman, wife, 
and mother. She brought her children any widow 
would. They becarne useful members the church one 
attained eminence civic position. 

married woman who guilty adultery takes another 
man into family relation with herself. you not release 
the husband from the bond matrimony, you compel him 
live relation which polyandry. anything plain, 
that plain. ought seen that Christ’s exception 
necessary corollary from his rule. implicit the first 
answer explicit the second. The exception sheds light 
back the primary principle with which set out, wit, the 
divinely made distinction the family the result 
the choice one male and one female each other for 
life unity. Given the rule, the exception must have given 
exception, the rule presupposed. adds one more the 
arguments for the divinity Christ for his divine legation, 
that his perception here true the facts the system 
comes interpret; wit, the right adjustment moral 
beinys the physical system which they have place. You 
not find him floating clouds sentimentalism. re- 


gards first fundamental physical facts and speaks straight out 
“For the God things they are.” 
Vol. No. 274. 
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you mark that Christ stopped with his answer the 
first question the Pharisees with the simple repetition 
the primal statement (Gen. ii. 24) basis marriage the 
choice persons different sex each other? With 
him this matter that was not first which spiritual, but 
that which natural physical. The natural was mor- 
alized being held inside the unity one pair. Monogamy 
not only implied this first answer, but expressed 
plainly language can give idea. had nothing more 
say than What therefore God hath joined together, let not 
man put asunder.” 

had answered the question the Pharisees with un- 
mistakable negative. What said reply their second 
question was simply explicatory what had said reply 
the first. Really Christ had never uttered the exception 
adultery the second answer, lies the monogamy 
which the essence the first answer. Adultery reversion 
polygamy, reversion promiscuity. Monogamy has, 
adultery, ceased be. The exception contains substance 
all that Jesus taught about marriage, wit, that should 
monogamic. 

The claim made, that what Christ said might have an- 
swered for the civilization his time, but could not apply 
the conditions life this age. There are some constants 
nature; and religion and human law ought respect those 
constants. “In the beginning God made them male and fe- 
male.” That constant this time constant for 
all the time earth. Children are born they were the 
day Christ. Law and religion ought respect that con- 
stant. The family desirable element civilization 
to-day was nineteen centuries ago. 

The family the oldest institution known older 
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than the state, older than the church. Family unity, genuine- 
ness, and purity ought perhaps the, chief concern 
the race man. Christ cast out polygamy other devils. 
man shall cleave his wife, and the two shall become one 
flesh. that they are more two, but one flesh. What 
therefore God hath joined together, let not man put asunder.” 

Monogamy inherent, pervasive, underlying subsump- 
tion Christ’s words. Divorce with permission marry 
barred because its essential destruction monogamy and 
family unity. Divorce evasion. substitute for 
polygamy. Christ denied it. 

Cruelty wife desertion her does not practise fam- 
ily sex function institute polygamy beget children an- 
other woman fornication, adultery, does. The stupidity 
that compares cruelty with adultery astonishment. The 
two things are not comparable. like saying mountain 
sour. you want over polygamy, then condone, 
excuse, minimize adultery, and you are high road 
that leads polygamy. 

This the sum the matter about the criticism the 
text the Gospels. Monogamy imbedded all three 
the Evangelists. inferred from all. Divorce granted 
with liberty every case excepting that 
adultery lands polygamy withheld case adultery 
lands polygamy. Matthew, Jesus has twice expressed 
this latter fact and principle. Whichever way you depart 
from Christ recorded Matthew xix., you are landed 
polygamy. 

Right before your eyes Luke’s abridged account 
against Mark, and mere mnemonic the monogamic 
principle taught Christ. Mark abridged against 
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Matthew. All three preserved the same base idea monog- 
amy. Therefrom springs, inference, whatever essential 
monogamy. Psychologically Matthew’s the most natural 
description the particulars the discussion. would like 
before the United States Supreme Court the question, 
Who introduced Moses into the discussion? According 
Mark, Jesus did it. According Matthew, the Pharisees, 
Just read the two accounts together, and decide for yourselves 
which the most natural. According Matthew, Jesus dis- 
posed the matter issue without reference Moses, and 
then the Jews sprang their second question, Ah, but what will 
you with Moses? According Mark, Jesus himself brought 
Moses, authority the face the case against himself, 
and then explained him away. That not good 
bad argumentative form. apparent that Mark 
epitomizing the discussion has confused the just 
what you might expect from condensing secondhand re- 
porter. Matthew puts antecedents and sequences such or- 
der you would think would come direct from the keen 
perception Jesus. The Master himself deck Mat- 
thew. This then the result reach from the teaching 
Christ and marriage Thou mayest develop sen- 
timent ethereal quality and empyrean altitude, but back 
monogamy, physically, thou shalt not go. 


PAUL. 


Paul has nowhere treated divorce. That did idea 
that grew since the days Charlemagne. did not come 
the front when the pinch the trouble was felt through 
all the days conflict with heathenism the Roman Em- 
pire. the church did not know such construction Paul 
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regard marriage, marriage troubles, Paul was 
quietist. His philosophy was exactly, Brethren, let each man, 
wherein was called, therein abide with God. made 
any suggestion about wrongs married life, was that the 
party who was the right should keep still. That certainly 
would not authorize one procure divorce and marry some 
one else. Nor would prevent one who had been brought 
into polygyny the wrong the other from 
terminating the polygyny polyandry. Much has been read 
into Paul which not there. But the seventh chapter First 
Corinthians the best ethical tonic for right sex and mar- 
riage relation ever prescribed man. There not sen- 
tence Paul that adds takes from what Christ laid down 
the nineteenth chapter Matthew. are remanded 
that chapter the full and final teaching Christ and 
Scripture the subject divorce, and setting forth the 
first and last and supreme rationality pertaining marriage. 


SOCIOLOGY. 


Now open the question the courts sociology. 

The world may wander forty years forty centuries 
the wilderness experiments and statistics, and, unless 
goes perdition, will return the nineteenth chapter 
Matthew the supreme rationality regard marriage 
and divorce. dismiss Christ’s authority, his judgment 
will stand reason. The race man will monogamous, 
and cut up, root and branch, all polygamy and all legal and 
statutory protections it, approximations it. 

The first thing that will perceived that divorce induces 
the very evil professes alleviate. Apologists for divorce 
bring forward the miseries partners that have become 
alienated from each other. apparent, the face the 
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matter, that you make way out marriage you are 
ducing carelessness about entering it. When one woman 
divorced for the cruelty drunkenness her husband, ten 


women are taught reckless about marrying man who 


likely become drunken cruel. vicious paternalism 
comes the front society here. takes the burden off the 
parties deliberating about marriage, and assumes furnish 
happiness for them they make mistake. few years 


ago Chicago there were two thousand cases desertion 
which public aid was asked for the deserted families. 
safe say that there would have been one thousand less 
cases calling for public charity had not the permission di- 
vorce for desertion stood the statutes this and neigh- 
boring distant States. even quite probable that there 
would have been, the outset, thousand less marriages that 
came call for charity, the parties thereto had 
plainly understood that they would held inexorably their 
marriage. common hearing over long line our social 
divorce.” The girls the kitchen sav and the scholars 
the schools. There where are. The common conscious- 
ness the ease breaking marriage disarms caution 
about the character partner. 

Divorce may give deliverance from the ills marriage, 
but well swivel door that lets the heedless into 
them. not necessary argue open fact. 
Our divorce statutes not diminish the sum total evil 
marriage; they tend increase it. 
There one other important matter which they make 
forget, and that that possible for the power society 


brought bear restrain and eliminate the evils 
marriage. For about three-quarters century have 
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been saying every time wrong disclosed marriage, Break 
up. the force that has been spent disruption 
marriage been put removing the evils found it, 
should vastly higher social plane than are. The 
husband that cruel marriage can punished because 
cruel that specific relation. The husband that drunken 
and fails support his wife can put work for the pub- 
lic. The man that deserts his family can brought back 
and given the choice work for the public his family. 
Most the troubles such cases would never have existed 
society had laws and courts and officers act the pre- 
mises. the troubles did exist they would found 
amenable law and social sentiment any other crimes and 
misdemeanors. have been blundering along the wrong 
track, when high passable road lay open which 
ought have had wit enough discern and pursue. 

What all our legislative and judicial apparatus 
for except enact and enforce law aid and protect the 
most fundamental institution human family 
—and appear kindly potency its troubles? Just think 
this machinery— 


“As idle painted ship upon painted ocean.” 


Such social idiotic. 

After having scornfully rejected the way for gener- 
ation more, are now turning toward it. have now put 
the statute book act for separate maintenance. 
few years, some States, have made desertion crime 
misdemeanor punishable fine and imprisonment. Both 
these acts are the right direction. They show that some- 
thing can done, direct action the ills married life, 
without proceeding once its annulment. There 
limit sight possibilities this direction. 
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already have juvenile court; why not court for 
matrimonial causes, domestic relations, done England, 
which all troubles marriage may sent for equitable 
action according their nature? need not make 
arate court; such cases could committed our present 
courts common law and equity jurisdiction. this way 
could restore the principle divorce mensa toro, 
That, one may say, step backward toward ecclesiastical 
law. Suppose is, what it? The church always knew 
better than any one else what with wrongs marriage, 
had for them its processes discipline. The power the 
keys gave power over men. When its ghostly 
refusal the sacraments, burial consecrated ground, 
and ultimately failed, society 
have put secular processes regulation their place, in- 
stead throwing away the idea discipline. 

Here might ask, Who responsible for the present 
confusion regard divorce this nation, from which 
even secular society crying out, Good Lord, deliver us”? 
Certainly not the church. just because the state 
has treated with contempt the wisdom the church that 
are this present condition distraction. The church has 
not asked for the existing divorce statutes. The Catholic 
Church has not asked for them; neither have the Protestant 
denominations. 

see that university professor says that the Puritans are 
responsible for the introduction our free divorce laws. Be- 
cause the Puritans did not bring ecclesiastical law with them, 
they did not, does not follow that they did not bring the 
morality respect marriage which was imbedded 
clesiastical law. remarkable statement that our free- 
dom divorce derived from the Puritans. Down 1836 
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is, for two hundred years Puritan history Mas- 
divorce was allowed from the bond marriage 
for only two and impotency. Divorce 
for desertion was not allowed till 1838. The responsibility 
the Puritans for our present condition not very apparent. 

Our present condition excuseless. There 
for its existence. were repeal all our divorce laws 
to-day, neither to-morrow nor dny other day would trouble 
arise society. Add new clause the divorce statute, 
and new cases will appear the courts. Strike out clause, 
and set cases will disappear. The repeal clause has 
some States lessened the entries the dockets the 
courts scores and even hundreds. Yet society has received 
damage. There has never been public meeting held 
State this nation advocate the placing single clause 
our divorce statutes, nor single meeting protest against 
the removal clause therefrom. 

seems assurned that our divorce laws represent 
public sentiment. They not. They are the product neither 


the conscience nor the common sense the country. They 


are simply the sufferance public carelessness and the 
inertia that dislikes attack even patent public evil. That 
all the strength there the divorce situation to-day. 
“While men slept, enemy sowed tares.” 

Just how radical the remedy demanded for the present 
divorce situation,— how revolutionary the end sought? 
What asked only what was substantially universal law 
the country down period within the memory men 
still living. What asked state things tolerable that 
the people England and Canada and the state New 
York live without public suffering disturbance. Noth- 
ing new asked, nothing fanciful, nothing impracticable. 
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The public mind seems stupefied though there were 
some great mystery involved settling upon proper statute. 
The way plain section line road. There are people 
whom seems natural scirpo quaerere, ‘to 
hunt for knot difficulty where there 
none. 

The senselessness our divorce laws cannot better set 
forth than the following statistics, for which indebted 
thirty-four years from 1867 1901, divorces were 
granted Canada 700,000 the United States. The pop- 
ulation Ohio about equal that Canada. 1899 
Ohio granted 3000 divorces, Canada Yet life has been 
tolerable Canada. The truth that the divorces this 
country, the main, are idle, excuseless present fool- 
ishness and the flesh. Some one will say that England, New 
York, and Canada have sex vice. Certainly, but stands 
sex vice. The law does not palliate condone it. 

The argument made that society does not grant di- 
vorce, there will more open adultery. That doubted. 
But, suppose were true, society into 
granting the privileges polygamy threats adultery? 
Practically that threat would idle. Even ‘without any law 
punish adultery, few people would found brave the 
public sentiment against it. the very great majority 
cases where divorces are now granted, the divorces were 
refused, there would defiance law. Parties crave the 
defense statute make new sex relation respectable. 
The argument for purity way divorce simply silly 
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Now may said that with all the disintegration our 
divorce laws have yet very wholesome public sentiment 
and even practice regard marriage. Heaven praised 
that true. But the end not yet. The returns the in- 
our divorce laws are not all in. have only under 
observation the effect one generation for the great tide 
freedom divorce began run scarcely more than half 
century ago. When society gets once adjusted the idea 
that the continuance marriage the option the par- 
ties, and that result opinion and practice gravitating, 
what reverence for will left? the following instances 
illustrate what now is, what will the estimate marriage 
the generation come? 

“Sue, who your father now?” “Oh, and so.” Well, 
you'll get tired him. had him for father once. 
good. glad when gone.” Where the 
family? Two boys come skipping down the walk from 
house. They meet man going the house. They say 
him, Papa, tell mamma when she comes that have 
gone ride with which latter personage sits 
carriage the gate. Where the family? 

Are the girls the first case likely have very exalted 
ideas the sanctity marriage either before after their 
own experiments it? When passion’s storm and stress 
come those boys, are they very likely have any restrain- 
ing influences from the ideal family unity and unbroken 
purity marriage life? No, no, are not the rapids 
yet, but they lie only generation two ahead. 

One divorce for every four marriages Kansas City! 
How far are from the rapids family disintegration? 

That children ought not brought atmosphere 
conjugal disharmony plea for freedom divorce. 
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That shallow reasoning. What has been said before 
the non-appearance evils marriage, the parties thereto 
know that they must make adjustment each other 
know that they cannot escape from the existing into 
marriage relation, will apply here. Hume was not 
tionalist, was he? Yet said: must consider that noth- 
ing more dangerous than unite two persons closely 
all their interests and concerns husband and wife with- 
out rendering the union entire and total. How many 
lous quarrels are there which people common prudence 
endeavor forget, when they lie under the necessity pass- 
ing their lives together, but which would soon inflamed 
into the most deadly hatred were they pursued the utmost 
under the prospect easy separation!” 

Gibbon was free thinker, was not? And says: 
specious theory confuted this free and perfect ex- 
periment Rome, which demonstrates that the liberty 
divorce does not contribute happiness and virtue. The 
facility separation would destroy all mutual confidence and 
inflame every trifling dispute.” 

Indeed, disharmony the family relation serious evil, 
but there worse than that for children, and that 
that there family relation all. The first right 
child family born, and the second right 
family bred, and the third right family 
have the family idea ineradicably inwrought the structure 
his being. child born, bred, and inspired, coming 
maturity will bring disharmony into marriage. Such 
child will careful about forming life bond, and will hero- 
ically bear infelicities they appear it. 

Murder and adultery ought held the same esti- 
the one wrongfully sends being out this system 
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existence the other wrongfully brings being in. And there 


much malice aforethought the latter the former 


case. inexcusable. 

Christian altruism must look the generations the face 
well individual. Even patriotism does that. 

Some one says: Our traditions make, against sacrificing 
the individual society.” But that bad politics, say 
nothing religion. When have our traditions held that the 
privileges even the rights the few should override those 
the many? Who history have claimed that the whim 
will, the ill, individual regard divorce, any- 
thing else, should respected derogation the weal 
society and posterity? little child shall lead them.” 

institution more valuable than individual. 
sacrificed 1861-65 lives the hundred thousand, with 
attendant woe and sorrow, for institution the Union. 

Moralized monogamic marriage worth more the na- 
tion than the union the States. 

ought not any more willing back the 
license polygamy promiscuity than slavery; yet di- 
vorce statutes point that direction. fumble over the mat- 
ter and pull decree court blanket cover our 
nakedness, but principle reach divorce the same result 
the Sultan Turkey with his harem. The sex unions 
polygamy and divorce, rerum natura, are alike consecutive, 
not simultaneous. dethrone monogamy and enthrone 
polygamy. ought not give the monogamic family 
gratify criminals and remedy the mistakes fools. 
provide for secession from the family when our word ought 
UNION NOW AND FOREVER, ONE AND 

Here ought notice our haste institute polygamy. 
Jacob waited seven years before began his. But many 
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States authorize its beginning the docketing decree 
The divorce baked meats hotly furnish forth the 
amy table.” 


UNIFORM DIVORCE 


marvel the contentment which many excellent people 
seem have with the idea national uniform divorce 
They assume that that would end all our trouble. Now 
ble with divorce goes not out that way. easy enough 
call out the vasty deep divorce law, but will you 
satisfied with when you get it? The question right 
law deserves consideration before the matter its 
uniformity. There nothing more fearful, more 
dreaded, than wrong intrenched law. had uniform 
fugitive slave law did its uniformity make right? Yet 
that law had terrible hold the public mind just because 
was law. the South there public sentiment, which 
even crystalizing into law, reducing the negro from citizen 
peon thrall: that sentiment becomes uniform, will 
with its resultant law right? Yet what force that senti- 
ment acquiring even the North, just because the 
enactment into statute spread over it! are judge 
experience, ought fear any one bringing the 
present uniform law divorce. The probability that 
would delusion and snare. The prime matter not 
one uniformity, but one right. lament present 
confusion. the little finger wrong intrenched 
uniform law might thicker than the loins the wrong 
the present confusion. speak less uniformity till 
can tell clearly what the uniformity should consist. 
Righteousness may tend uniformity law, but uniformity 
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About far thought usually goes this matter that 
uniform national law would prevent migration from State 
State for the sake divorce. But that inappreciable 
element the divorce business, negligible quantity. The 
statistics are sky-high now show that the divorce business 


State arises under state law from parties living the 
State. Divorce suits Illinois are brought partners bona 
fide resident Illinois, before Illinois courts, under Illinois 
statute. The statute Illinois uniform over the State. 
You have uniformity the State; shall recommend 
the other States the nation the adoption the 
statute? not? are brought face face 
with the question the ethics divorce law just where 
what will and what will not justify divorce law, 
what will and what will not recommend the States 
the nation for adoption charged with the duty deter- 
mining what divorce would right. better not cry 
for uniform divorce law till know what be. 

Why continue call upon somebody draw bill for 
uniform divorce when the proposition has been twice conspic- 
uously, not contemptuously, turned down? few years since 
was appointed the governors many States. 
But their work came naught. They were not prepared 
recommend any particular statute. One that came nearest 
adoption had all the vices the average the existing 
statutes. What profit would have the same amount 
divorce now came out such law? 

The American Bar Association had committee for years 
the clauses divorce statute, but that committee has 
been discharged from further consideration the matter. 
Why Baal when get sign that intends 
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hear? sancta simplicitas sanctorum! issue checks 
blank and give every stroller? Ought not much care 
taken about the filling divorce law check? 
The statute should first considered, 
tion made upon the wrong which might incorporate and 
entail upon society. 

The Inter-Church Conference has ceased advocacy 
Jack-o’-lantern chase after constitutional amendment and 
law under it. That conference seems prefer 
work upon the statutes the States. This attitude 
But upon what the law should be, there has been deliver- 
ance. want the nation the States have uniform 
law, let tell the nation the States what law 
what the provisions ought be. 

The great hindrance the way reaching right result 
that many people want solve all questions casuistry, 
provide for all exceptions which they can conceive— 
exceptions most probably hypothetical, academic, actual 
yet rare. There will difficulties and infelicities every 
system social regulation. may not argue great scope 
wisdom find fault pick flaw. Nothing perfect. 

excuse for free divorce, said that hard prove 
adultery. Well, what shall do? Shall enact law 
that will open the door divorce suspected cases? Shall 
allow other grounds divorce order help partner 
who cannot prove case? Then shall have enact just 
what open that all marriage can run 
through them. 

Adultery hard prove! God praised is. thing 
hard prove there little it. Radium does not lie 
about like rocks. Hard prove! 1904 more 
thousand cases were proved the city New York, and 
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more than four hundred city enough 
bear the testimony society against the crime. 
pose some person who might entitled divorce can- 


Sup 
not make second marriage for want proof adultery 


unless statute has large facilities for divorce for other 
causes. What it? There are great many people who are 
not married live honorable lives, and their cases 
not trouble us. Why this intense desire help some one 
who has made failure marriage make, most probably, 
another failure? The main objection have divorce 
statutes now the amount disruption marriage which 
takes place under them. Would that objection cease the 
same amount were done, under uniform law? Why ask for 
that which should not satisfied with when enacted? 
yet dissatisfied with what wrong. 

No, let judgment begin the house God. Primarily 
divorce ethical and religious question. question 
raised the Scriptures, which set out, least, begin- 
ning the gospel Jesus Christ.” If, matter such 
import, the church cannot make definite statement its 
desires and demands, then, let it, for the benefit the world, 
make assignment its function teacher righteous- 
ness and out business. 


will now return point departure. The vision 
Jesus divorce, set forth the nineteenth chapter Mat- 
thew, will never surpassed. His teaching right and prac- 
ticable, and church and state ought conspire give 
force social estimate and law. 

The Christian and the civilized world are called upon with 


peculiar emphasis choose this day whom they will serve 
Vol. LXIX. No. 274. 
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setting their ideal for marriage. Shall sentimental 
hedonism, careless family unity, moralized 
Goethe said: What culture has won from nature ought 
notion the sacredness marriage Christianity has got 
culture conquest this kind, and priceless value.” 

long, long way have come reach the 
sublime heights have attained the sex relation. 
wanted make argument for the existence God, 
would take the line which shows what the Brooding Spirit 
has wrought man from animalism and savagery and bar- 
barism Cottar’s Saturday Night” 
What hath not God wrought? can 
see the path his spirit. Let adore! Let rejoice and 
glad that are where are that upward climb! But 
the work unfinished, and can coworkers with God 
end more blessed still further on. 

There are two eddies clearly seen setting backward 
the great Serbonian bog” animal passion whence 
came Redlight District and Divorce. With these two 
conspirators and with the propensities and influences that 
support them, must deal. There work done along 
the whole sex line secure the practice the Christian ideal. 

The moralization sex more radical and important than 
that industry. article recent periodical puts for- 
ward this instance showing the need readjustment 
rewards industry. Here man with six children two years 
apart age. has never had more than forty-six dollars 
month sum inadequate family support and education 
the society must supply the 
hence greater wages for the wage earner. But there an- 
other hence about such case. What moral right has man 
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against society, against his wife, against his children, and 
against himself bring children into the world fast 
they can come, with probability before him that can 
port them? the other hand, everywhere the four hun- 


sup 
dred born the purple wealth are comparatively 


barren. This not lamentable. They not furnish hope- 
ful environment. There ethics prior the industrial 
ethics, wit, sex ethics. 
Moralization the struggle for existence must begin back 
here the moralization sex propensity penury and 
plethora well marriage out it. The time will 
never come, and never ought come, when parents will 
relieved from care about the nurture their children. 
“Lord, who ordainest for mankind 
Benignant toils and tender cares, 


thank thee for the tie that binds 
The mother the child she bears.” 


made that will relieve mankind from the moral pressure 
those 

“Benignant toils and tender cares.” 
are not animals breed and fish spawn, and throw 
upon nature society care for those bring into existence. 
are 


‘rational and accountable creatures,” and are and 
where. ought begin see the unbounded range 
moralization family life. Yet who cultivates this field? 
Great the field! least half the life the race con- 
cerned with 
Father, Mother, Son, Daughter, Brother, Sister, Lover, 
Husband, Wife, Family, Grandfather, Grandmother, Uncles, 
Aunts, Cousins near and remote, society. envy the rising 
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generation students the privilege being force for mor- 
alization these relations. May they have courage and dis- 
cretion inspire this realm that purity life and 
nobility being which can stand inspection from the on- and 
in-gazing God. 


Catholicism and Americanism. 


ARTICLE IV. 


CATHOLICISM AND AMERICANISM. 


AUSTIN BIERBOWER, ESQ., CHICAGO, ILLINOIS. 


perhaps, tends modify our American in- 
stitutions and adversely affect the world’s progress the 
Roman Catholic Church. The three ideas which underlie 
alike our government and man’s intellectual advancement are 
liberty, equality, and education. These embrace variety 
principles which find expression our institutions, literature, 
and opinions and these shall consider with reference this 


church. 

The Roman Catholic Church the most un-American, be- 
cause most controlled foreign influence. Others have sev- 
ered their connection with other countries and other ages. 
While holding friendly relations with churches everywhere, 
and considering ancient claims their merits, the Protestant 
churches America acknowledge supremacy out Amer- 
They are modern and local churches, holding that the 
people the time and place should control their religion. 
Roman Catholics, however, claim their church 
everywhere and always the same, they are largely controlled 
other times and lands; they have not the spirit our 
age and country Protestants have. 

The principal idea Roman Catholicism, which underlies 
its whole political and intellectual policy, inequality, which 
the opposite our American principle, places this 
church opposition our distinctively American aims. And 
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for this antagonism there remedy till the church ceases 
Catholic our people American; and, the 
Catholic Church committed its past against fundamental 
changes, and our people, their increasing love liberty 
and force scientific thinking, are journeying the oppo- 
site direction, there will never reconciliation, but rather 
fatal conflict between the two. 

This inequality Catholicism appears, first, the radical 
distinction between the clergy and the people, which the 
former are deemed superiors, with right rule, and the 
latter subjects, obedient them the most important mat- 
ters life. The difference radical, and divine origin 
and sanction, and the separation final. The clergy, rea- 
son some grace” are never, when once 
clergy, anything else, and the people never assume their 
functions. Not only sacrilege attempt it, but has 
effect they do. Special powers ascribed the 
clergy, such change bread into the body Christ, 
declare the forgiveness sins, absolve from obligations, 
and bind men ways from which they alone can release 
them short, the clergy are thought have many the 
powers deity and direct what God may with men. 
They are superior almost superhuman, and the 
people, that proportion, degraded almost below 
human. 

With such differences power the two classes are almost 
distinct and not difference that can bridged. 
The power the one, the impotence the other. The 
people are dependent the priests for all they get certain 
things, and these things are held most vital them. 
The dependence the masses absolute, and their capacity 


for revolt gone. Kings and noblemen claim such supremacy 
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and such powers. Since the king was thought cure 
scrofula, supernatural capacity attributed 
The clergy alone constitute class with miraculous 
powers, and are alone above men men. 

obvious that where such views prevail, equality can- 
not exist. The supernaturally endowed can never deem them- 
selves the equals class who lack their power; and the 
latter must always look such superiors and receive orders 
from them. Where the doctrine inequality thus in- 
trenched there will corresponding difference the func- 
tions the two classes. One will ruling, the other ruled; 
one supported, the other supporting; one feared, the other 
fearing; one honored, the other Authority will 
one, and submission the other. The priest will 
leader and the people led, the former master and the latter 
servants subjects. people can believe such differ- 
ences between classes without conceding corresponding dif- 
ferences power and honor. Life must regulated the 
theory difference the nature men, and the favored 
will have one set functions and the unfavored another, and 
the two will separated the most impassable barriers. 

find the Catholic Church claiming the divine right 
the clergy rule. the clergy alone control the church, 
they naturally make this claim, which simply claim for 
themselves rule. would strange class that be- 
lieved themselves endowed with superhuman power 
take advantage dominate those who are without it. 
The divine right kings here reproduced the divine 
right pope, bishop, and priest. The power which these 
over the people they claim have from God, and 
exercise his name. The church the authoritative ruler 
the people. Its rule extends all religious, moral, and 
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educational matters, which, interpreted the priests, in- 
eludes everything, shall see; that the control the 
clergy practically unlimited. There appeal from 
Laymen have jurisdiction over them. All appeals are 
the clergy. There constitution reserved rights which 
the people may invoke against clerical tyranny. The clergy 
are the sole interpreters any supposed limit 
tical authority. They alone constitute the ruling power 
the Catholic Church. Those who are ruled have part 
making the laws which they are ruled; nor can they par- 
ticipate the administration those laws. The people are 
only obeyers and followers. 

while the Catholic Church teaches the .divine right 
one class rule, teaches the equally divine right others 
obey. There is, accordingly, Catholic Church, 
defined class followers men subject oth- 
ers, who may not assert their own judgment, but must get 
their opinions and orders from another class, and content 
themselves led who must obedient instead 
inquisitive determining. Catholicism teaches that there 
powers dangerous for the people have. There are, 
its view, thoughts which they should not think; and sacrilege, 
some other sin, attaches all attempts independence, 
assumption think for themselves. 

Catholic virtues imply weakness. Catholics assume ina- 
bility themselves, and power others. They are disqual- 
ified for rulers; that Catholics are chiefly subject peoples. 
Ireland, Poland, and other countries where they are 
the majority, they are ruled other faiths. the 
Protestant nations that control the England, Ger- 
many, Russia, and America. The Catholic states Italy, 
Spain, France, Austria, and South America have little weight 
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the council nations. The Catholic people, not being 
trained independence mastership, rarely take the initia- 
tive, assume the higher functions power, which demand 
the spirit supremacy. 

reason its principles subjection, the Catholic 
Church has favorably regarded slavery. Though this insti- 
tution has existed some form from the commencement 
this church, has never been officially condemned it. Cath- 
olics always held slaves matter not repugnant their 
religion, and white slaves well black. Discipline for 
slaveholding sin was never practised. Its disappearance 
from the civilized world been slowest and last from Cath- 
olic countries. While slavery lasted the United States, 
Catholics generally favored its perpetuation. Few were abo- 
litionists. While Catholics, like all other good people, sought 
mitigate its rigors, they were sympathy with its spirit. 
Being subjects themselves, the idea was congenial them. 
Men ought not, they thought, revolt against subjection. 
The idea the inferiority race which was treated 
inferiors was easily recognized. The purpose God was 
seen their subjection, and their obedience was deemed 
type the whole divine system. Slavery was easily accept- 
able divine provision those who believed the divine 
right special classes rule. Abolitionists were denounced 
infidels, the abolition movement atheistic, and the revolt 
the slaves act disobedience God. And, though 
Catholics were not alone among Christians these views, 
they were most consistent and uniform them. The Cath- 
olic Church was the only branch Christianity that could 
congenially and permanently adapt itself slavery. had 
for master and for slave; recognized the duties 
and each; labored for the welfare the slave 
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while recognizing the power the master over him, and 
taught obedience from the one well kindness from the 
other. Had the Catholic Church undisputed possession 
the country there would have been serious controversy 
over slavery. And though Catholicism can adjust itself 
liberty, and has done most countries, that 
longer favorable slavery there, this adjustment like that 
which makes republicanism. can republican 
the same time that not hostile monarchy. France 
to-day largely republican and fast becoming more 
Popular sentiment compels them this. 

foreign countries, Catholics generally belong the Con- 
servative, royal, party, not the Liberal, progressive, 
party. They are the party privilege, special classes, and 
the repression the people. They constitute the Right, 
the Bourbon, the Clerica!, and the Ultramontane factions. 
France they were till recently the Monarchists, the cause 
the church and royalty being deemed the same. the 
South American states the Republican party anti-Catholic, 
anti-clerical, the priests and those who follow them being 
regarded the monarchical element. The church every- 
where known the reactionary party, favoring some revolt 
from the republican idea equality. demands extension 
power for some other class than the whole people. The 
cause liberality everywhere the cause antagonistic 
Catholic interests, and Catholics are arrayed against it. Lib- 
erals fear Catholics their chief foes. The popular party 
the anti-clerical party. 

The history liberty mainly history the conflict 
between Catholicism and popular rights. Men aim, seek- 
ing their rights, get some disability removed which was 
imposed the church. The battles for intellectual liberty were 
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fought mainly against this power. The civil rights the peo- 
ple were generally wrested from this church, from those 
controlled acting its interest. Persecution was in- 
flicted for the benefit the church. Most battles for liberty 
England were fought against the clerical party. The pope, 
bishops, and great mass the clergy advocated some sub- 
jection. Especially since the Reformation have Catholics been 
arrayed against popular liberty. They opposed the indepen- 
dence England when Henry the Eighth sought termi- 
nate the supremacy Rome. They sought reimpose, 
every subsequent reign, the domination the pope some 
respect. They espoused the cause Queen Mary, Charles 
Charles and James II. their conflicts with the 
people. Most that was gained the cause liberty was 
taken from this church. France the liberties demanded 
the people, and especially their participation power, 
were likewise demanded the church party, the gov- 
ernment controlled the clergy. The same true Spain 
and Portugal to-day. The edict Nantes was wrested from 
Catholics, and its revocation accomplished their interest. 
Nearly every pretext for oppression was made the ground 
that the interests the church required it. 

Only when Catholics themselves have sought liberty have 
they espoused the cause liberty never when liberty was 
sought for the whole people. When Catholics themselves 
have nothing gain, they aid the Conservatives. While they 
demand greater liberty for the Catholic Irish, for example, 
they oppose liberty for Protestants Rome, Spain, and 
South America. 

There lay rule the Catholic Church. The idea 
rank runs all through ecclesiastical government. The masses 
are ruled, instead ruling. Religion something 
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given them, not received through them. The Priests 
alone conduct the government the Catholic Church. The 
people, who are most concerned, have voice it. The 
only part played the people obedience. The masses pay 
the bills, but have voice disposing the money. 
olic Church government aristocracy, whose power 
absolute. 

Clerical rule not only exclusive, but secret. The masses 
may not know, any more than participate in, what done 
the church councils. The sessions these are secret; their 
discussions are not reported; all considered and decided 
without the knowledge the outside world, and then 
simply handed out for the lower classes accept and follow. 
The strength Catholicism largely its secrecy coun- 
sel. The church rulers constitute the greatest secret society 
earth. Did the masses know what occurs behind the 
closed doors, they would differently regard the clergy. Se- 
crecy necessary inspire awe ruled body. The 
known plays the most important part Catholic faith and 
obedience. long one class can believe that another class 
knows what does not, will subject it, when 
believes that such class has power which has not. 

There are occasional conventions Catholic laymen, the 
result of, concession to, the American spirit, but these con- 
ventions have power the church. Wholly unofficial, 
they impose obligations clergy people. They are 
only for discussion and declaration obedience the clergy. 
They are held under the supervision the priests. The 
clergy control the discussions, map out the conclusions 
reached, and formulate the declarations made. Such 
gatherings are intended reflect the clergy, and are con- 
demned and dispersed when they suggest new teachings, 


1912.] Catholicism and Americanism, 277 
exhibit independence their superiors. Any suggestion 
modification the conduct the church treated 
disloyalty, or, least, impertinence. The principal lesson 
taught laymen know their place, and not rise above 
the equals the priests. 

There are lay societies benevolent social character, 
but even these are under the clergy. They have chaplain 
spiritual adviser, rule, and they are carefully guarded 
against acts and utterances which ignore the superiority 
the clergy. When they show signs revolt against the sa- 
cred classes, they are admonished, and, the revolt con- 
tinues, matter what their object whether 
political, literary, musical they disband ordered. They 
generally get the blessing the clergy their organization 
guarantee its legitimacy security; and, while the 
societies meetings the clergy are secret above all oth- 
ers, those laymen must open the clergy. Secret so- 
cieties among the people are prohibited, while among the 
clergy they are required. The higher classes have mo- 
nopoly secrecy. The most secret all societies most 
hostile secret societies. One never tolerates another 
that which himself wants the monopoly. 

The inferiority the people recognized and enforced 
many other ways the Catholic Church. The people must 
confess the priests, telling their secrets, and putting them- 
selves their power. The forgiveness sins made de- 
pendent such confession. Laymen may not know what 
the clergy not. Knowledge guilty when not shared with 
the priest. The people must fear what they know, and get 
permission even for information. judged dangerous for 
the lower classes know what the higher not. The priests 
must kept informed what transpiring. The minds 
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laymen must disclosed them. Anything moment 
must especially revealed. scheme secure their own 
liberties would have disclosed the masses 
act upon it, and naturaliy that many enterprises 
the people are headed off the knowledge which they are 
required give the higher classes. The priests thus get 
the very minds the people, whose thoughts they control 
before they are yet fully formed, translated into 
They not only prohibit certain thoughts the masses, but 
know what the masses actually think. They both give 
commands and know whether they are obeyed. 

And while laymen thus communicate everything the 
priest, the priest never returns the favor. The clergy 
not confess the people. There intercommunion 
thought. The tracks all point one way. The lower confesses 
only the higher, and the higher each case absolves the 
lower. There gradation confession, everything 
else Catholic. The people may get orders from the 
something which they can obey but not confessions some- 
thing which they may learn. The people are thought have 
use for what the priests know, and certainly right 
inferiors. 

make the people more willing tell their secrets, and 
more satisfied having them shared, they are taught that 
they are confessed God, not man; just they are taught 
that the power which they exercise over the people comes 
from God instead man. Subjection becomes easy 
believed subjection God; and, under such persuasion, 
men not only practise obedience, but count sacred. What 
but meanness thus becomes virtue, and Catholics subject 
themselves others under the impression that God, 
which impression the others course eagerly promote. 
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This act subjection more effectually compelled because 
many things desired Catholics are obtainable only 
have seen; such the remission sins, admission 
the Eucharist, and church marriage. Not only are the 
chief benefits religion the disposal the priests, but 
they are imparted only some special expression the peo- 
ple their inferiority subjection the clergy; and since 
many these benefits, have value, must given fre- 
quently, there provision for not only subjection, but the 
repeated expression it. the cft-recurring observances 
obligation,” laymen are perpetually reminded their in- 
feriority, and priests kept assured that the popular subjection 
continued. The clergy have severe penalties for insubordi- 
excommunication, and the depial special 
privileges are repeatedly threatened and often inflicted, and 
terrible calamities are alleged follow them. 

The clergy are also ready with rewards for those who 
prove faithful their subjection, such indulgences, and 
various sacramental graces; and great importance attached 
these. Between the penalties and the rewards, therefore, 
which the priests offer, and which mostly extend the next 
world, and last through eternity, the masses are kept sub- 
servience, their fears and hopes being about exhausted 
this way. 

Catholic laymen may not read with freedom. While the 
rest the world through all literature, and select what 
suits their taste, Catholics are restrained within narrow lim- 
its, others besides themselves fixing what they may read. 
They may more know what others think than think their 
own thoughts without permission. The highest authorities 
provide index hooks which the faithful may not read. 
This index contains many the world’s best productions, 


280 Catholicism and 


without which none can abreast scholars science, his- 
tory, other departments. still other ways much litera- 
ture kept from the masses. 

The Bible itself may not read generally, placed 
the hands all the people, among Protestants. The very 
book which their religion rests feared, and the clergy 
forbid its use except under the direction superiors. Their 
faith God such that they dare not let him speak directly 
the people, lest injure them, but only after his words 
have been subjected the censorship the priests. 

There like opposition the free use newspapers 
Catholic laymen. That they may read nothing that will 
jure their impair their subjection the clergy, 
they are warned against many publications, and encouraged 
patronize others conducted with special reference their 
church requirements. most cities, least one paper 
pledged print nothing that will disturb Catholic 
Without confidence free discussion, they hold that the 
masses were, not intended consider the claims the 
church participate the clash intellectual views, but 
rather protected from controversy, and have opinions 
suitable for them prepared the clergy and presented 
them readymade. 

Catholic laymen are also carefully kept from public libra- 
ries lest they read what may detri- 
mental their faith. Libraries their own are established, 
not much furnish reading matter keep Catholics 
from patronizing others. They provide substitute for pub- 
lic libraries, they for public schools. Furnishing chiefly 
Catholic literature, which meager, and most persons in- 
sipid, such libraries repress rather than encourage reading, 
which they their chief service Catholicism. For 
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reading people not submissive people. think, 
and thought soon men independent, and independence 
not compatible with subjection. The Catholic press 
strongly opposed Carnegie libraries. 

Catholic laymen are not, rule, educated. The policy 
the church regarding education train few. has 
never favored universal education. the old cloisters only 
priests and nobles, rule, were taught who had 
rule the masses. They were part royal aristocratic 
system. Catholic education has never been democratic, ex- 
cept as, recent times, universal education has been enforced 
the non-Catholic element. 

Especially compulsory education opposed, which means 
the education the whole people, and their general equal- 
ity and independence. Universal education means revolt. The 
task controlling the people rendered harder their ed- 
ucation. 

The parochial schools, even now, not contemplate uni- 
versal education. Only the few are trained there. The poor 
are induced train their children for trades daily labor. 
“Paddy needs hoe, not education,” said archbishop. 
Free education not the policy parochial schools, and did 
not the public schools gather the poor, the church would 
not fight for them. Only self-defense does require at- 
tendance parochial schools, rather absence from public 


schools for none are anathematized who patronize schools 
all. 


~ 


Did the church take arms against the saloons, 
edged evil, would render colossal service the country 
well itself; for Catholic youths are there ruined 
thousands. The saloons, however, tend promote the sub- 


jection the people, rather than their independence. Brains 
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that are muddled are not liable revolt those that are 
clear. Dull minds are less dangerous than active ones. The 
Catholic Church has not issued orders remove its youth 
from the saloons has from the public schools, though 
many get their chief training there. has not provided 
substitute for saloons, has for schools, sought 
abolish them has the latter. has not advocated pa- 
rochial control drinking matters. Catholics are rarely 
prohibitionists high-license men. They favor free saloons, 
though opposed free schools, being the champions 
vice enthusiastically they are the opponents 
Universal drinking thought less damaging Catholicism 
than universal education. nation drunkards might 
obedient people, but not nation educated men. The 
dread not degradation, but insubordination. 

The attitude Catholics toward their masters, especially 
the highest, may introduce several serious disturbances 
our nation. The pope, for example, believed and fol- 
lowed all says and commands for this country. The 
fact that his followers believe can never say command 
anything but what right makes impossible for them 
consider whether wrong. For while they say they will 
follow him only when right, they say also that never does 
anything else than what right. 

Catholics claim, indeed, that the pope will not unduly inter- 
fere our national affairs. But the very fact that they be- 
lieve will not unduly interfere, makes them believe, when 
does interfere, that such interference not undue. Be- 
lieving the unfailing wisdom the pope, they cannot but 
approve whatever does. mistake never conceded 
one believed incapable making mistake; that the very 
fact that the pope church takes sides our politics con- 
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clusive proof that the occasion for has arisen. There 
subject which the “rights the church,” for example, 
may not thought involved, something affecting faith 
morals; that there subject which the church may 
not properly interfere. 

This introduces foreign element into our politics. The 
Catholic Church controlled foreigners, and mainly 
those one country. These foreigners are among the least 
progressive Europe, and are the most reactionary their 
own nation. American politics, therefore, wherein controlled 
the Catholic Church, controlled the most backward 
element the Italians. This unnatural, and must produce 
serious friction. Millions our citizens who feel wrong 
rule are subjected the inhabitants country far infer- 
jor intelligence and general ability. large proportion 
Americans are thus taken out politics replaced 
foreigners Rome, else remain here the bidding 
their foreign masters. 

futile hope there will trouble from foreign 
interference this subject. The points are many which 
Catholics clash with other Americans. One the right itself 
the state educate. Catholics claim this right for 
parents, alleging that the public school system founded 
wrong the invasion the rights the people. Edu- 
cation thought private right, which the state should 
leave the parent. its dealings with the parent, however, 
the church next claims this right for the church. the 
Catholic policy is, two steps, take education from the 
state and give the church. the first takes from 
the state, the next lodges the church. The fight 
“the parent,” “the Christian.” Only when seeks 
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take away the right from the individual does assert the 
right the church pope. Parents alone, says (in poli- 
tics), are responsible for the education their Pa- 
rents, however, says (in religion), have rights against 
the church. The church alone entitled direct education, 
accordingly, the final result, contest between the 
right the state and the right the church educate. 

The foreigners whose jurisdiction acknowledged 
Catholics are thus enabled through them obtain from the 
United States, and from the several States, much their 
power, that are getting divided government. Cath- 
olics owe double allegiance the United States and 
the ecclesiastical power Rome, the latter being deemed su- 
perior. They are engaged long and determined struggle 
get more power for their foreign master; and the school 
the principal prize sought the interest their Ro- 
man superiors. 

The principal issue which Catholics antagonize our 
schools their unsectarian character. The Roman policy 
church schools, and Catholics are directed antagonize all 
others, and, this will great issue, the superiority and 
infallibility ascribed the church and pope must have great 
influence our politics. Claiming that non-sectarian schools 
are non-religious schools, godless schools,” they insist 
having religion taught the schools, and that the religion 
taught shall their religion. They know that this im- 
that, their purpose prevail, either the public 
schools must Catholics must set apart schools 
their own, with share the public money. This amounts 
having the state support Catholic schools, that is, having 
the state give Catholic instruction, pay for it. The state 
must teach Catholicism employ Catholics so. 
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This scheme would tax the whole people for church, and 
let the church spend the money. contemplates, that ex- 
tent, union church and state, which would the end 
destroy our political system. 

This position Catholics one the greatest dangers 
that threaten our nation. involves the official division 
our people religion, and treatment them according 
belief. implies that Catholics set apart and subsidized 
Catholics, and that they educated and employed such. 
Guarantees are given that their religion shall not 
disturbed. Catholics alone must have employment certain 
public offices. Foreign tribunals must recognized au- 
thority settling what constitutes Catholicism. The church 
Rome —the must thus have the final decision 
matters dispute affecting part our public schools, and 
(ultimately) other institutions. There is, short, 
union civil and ecclesiastical power which would fatal 
our republican system. 

There complication that might not arise should 
open the door any union whatever this church 
with our government; and yet such union 
sought the only logical result the Catholic and 
American Catholics must contend for it, matter how they 
love our institutions. For, having conceded others the 
right guide them these matters, and having ascribed 
them infallibility, they can consistently nothing else than 
guided them. 

The schools, however, are not the only subject which 
submission foreign dictation produces friction. Catholics 
want other church institutions subsidized, else themselves 
exempted from taxation. nearly every State they seek 
appropriations for hospitals reformatories. They com- 
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mence getting part the paupers, insane, blind, and 
pecially orphans, and then ask the state for appropriations 
for keeping them. They profess the state 
institutions because they not provide Catholic training, and 
establish institutions their own, with the ulterior objects 
mentioned. The state asked disparage its ‘own 
tions for rival ones, and declare itself incompetent 
care for its citizens. Catholics want the church recognized 
competitor the state public charities, and many insti- 
tutions are organized with other object than ultimately 
obtain funds from the public treasury. show made 
doing the state service keeping its unfortunates, which 
only the first step. Compensation next asked for this 
service, and great sums are annually demanded for what was 
commenced charity. 

ask, view these advantages, special privileges from 
the state order get still greater gains not undertake 
benevolence. Catholics insisting favors Catholics 
these matters attack the very basis our political system. 
They are out with the government more than any other class, 
and insist having their disaffection not only recognized but 
rewarded. Wherein they not approve the state’s con- 
duct they want the state pay for their dissent. 

Catholics thus insist public recognition the religious 
differences our people, and their treatment according 
such differences; and doing this they want especially the 
recognition the foreign power mentioned the authority 
that controls them. They want this government recognize 
Rome the sovereign part its citizens, and treat 
such citizens Roman subjects entitled rights different 
from those American subjects. great part the gov- 
ernment functions they seek take from the government and 
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lodge the church, have seen. Wanting the church 
rule them, they want, that extent, the state release them. 
The state not only must not teach and care for Catholics 
such places, but must not tax Catholics for such purposes. 
The church should allowed levy such taxes; and what 
Catholics have pay they want allowed pay the 
church. 

have thus aimed present the attitude the Catholic 
Church the political and scientific problems the day its 
relation our government and the progress the world. 

have not considered the benefits which confers the 
country world other respects, which not pertinent 
subject. may state, however, that standing the 
way radical changes, the church heads off some move- 
ments doubtful value criticizing scientific investigators, 
compels them more careful; opposing Socialism, 
lutionary character, and controlling workingmen, who 
largely compose its ranks, diminishes labor riots. Its atti- 
tude divorce prevents many ruptures families, and its 
confessional, disclosing incipient crimes, defeats their con- 
summation. many will not commit sins when they must 
disclose them, promotes morality various ways. This in- 
fallible church does not always err. would not human 
did not generally give good advice, and much enforce 
Where the church’s interests not intervene, Catholics 
are exceptionally patriotic. There occasion discrimi- 
nate against them any more than their favor, which would 
equally violate the principle equality. 
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ARTICLE 


THE TESTIMONY JOSEPHUS CONCERNING 
JESUS. 


HERBERT MAGOUN, PH.D., CAMBRIDGE, MASS. 


otherwise known Joseph ben Mat- 
thias, was born about seven years after the crucifixion 
Christ. did not survive his sixty-third year apparently, 
for died not far from 100 possibly violence, soon 
after near the close the reign Domitian. priestly 
descent and related the Maccabees, was intimately ac- 
quainted with Jewish traditions and beliefs, but was also 
admirer, and seemingly honest one, Rome and her 
institutions. his own people led him oppose the 
Roman power, however, until sustained crushing defeat 
the hands Vespasian. Accepting the inevitable, then 
went over the standard his conqueror and remained 
faithful the end. 

His youth was spent Jerusalem, far known, but 
the age twenty-six went Rome and remained there 
for time. returned deeply impressed what had 
seen, but still loyally Jewish. Soon after this was intrusted 
with important missions Galilee the authorities Jeru- 
salem, with whom seems have been intimate terms, 
and thus became familiar with all the peculiarities that 
turbulent province. His experiences there were many and 
varied, and had ample time and opportunity learn all 
that was known the region and its people. 
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His later years were devoted writing, and his histories 
are remarkable both for their fullness detail and for their 
comprehensiveness. They form, indeed, the most important 
source information concerning his times that the world 
now possesses. Personally, appears have been na- 
ture deeply religious; and one the reasons which gives 
for undertaking history all, the habitual perversion 
the truth concerning these things, displayed others their 
writings. thus binds himself advance fair and 
accurate his statements, and professes have set forth 
the facts without bias all that has say. even asks 
indulgence for such lamentations over the misfortunes his 
people has admitted into his account the wars, 
the ground that those parts his work are regarded 
personal rather than historical elements. 


his “Antiquities the Jews” has this say con- 


“Now, there was about this time Jesus, wise man, 
lawful call him man, for was doer wonderful works, 
teacher such men receive the truth with pleasure. 
drew over him both many the Jews, and many the Gen- 
tiles. was [the] Christ. And when Pilate, the suggestion 
the principal men amongst us, had condemned him the cross, 
those that loved him the first did not forsake him; for ap- 
peared them alive again the third day, the divine prophets 
had foretold these and ten thousand other wonderful things con- 
eerning him. And the tribe Christians, named from him, are 
not extinct this day” (Antiq. xviii. 3). 


Coming from Jew, this certainly remarkable state- 
ment. And yet, lived his avowed purpose telling 
the exact truth concerning Jewish affairs without addition 
omission, the least that was able say view 
the facts. That had such purpose and fully intended 
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live cannot doubted, his own statements have any 
weight, since definitely says 


“As proceed therefore, shall accurately describe what 
tained our records, the order time that belongs them; 
for have already promised this undertaking; 
and this without adding anything what therein contained, 
taking away anything therefrom” (Antiq., Preface, 3). 

That the Jewish records contained some reference Jesus 
cannot questioned; for the trial and condemnation the 
Sanhedrim necessitated such outcome. The execution 
Pontius Pilate, moreover, which Tacitus bears witness 
(Annals xv. 44), was sufficient importance demand 
recognition the public documents. addition these 
things, there was the persistent tale that had risen from 
the dead, which had faced and explained away (see 
Matt. xxviii. 

That notice was taken these events the official 
records the Jews beyond belief, and these writings were 
unquestionably consulted Josephus the course his in- 
vestigations. Furthermore, that could not fail con- 
versant with the facts, will denied one, since they 
must have been matters common remark his boyhood, 
not later; and active youth with such mind his can 
always trusted listen and retain memory anything 
that hears which out the ordinary. That the story 
the crucifixion and resurrection fulfils the required conditions 
may regarded self-evident. 

Again, for least twenty-five years after the latter event, 
until Josephus was near the end his the activ- 
ities the native Christian church Jerusalem, combined 
with the pronounced and, times, deadly hostility the 
Jewish authorities its very existence, must have furnished 
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abundant material for remark among the members pro- 


yerbially excitable and simply inconceivable, that 


Josephus had part therein. His natural fairness mind 
and his disposition balance probabilities effort get 
the truth would naturally lead him inquire into the mat- 
ter and get the story the disciples well that the 
officials; and his desire impartial must have influenced 
his opinion concerning these affairs, certainly did con- 
cerning others. That knew all these events, therefore, 
cannot questioned. intelligent person could live Je- 
rusalem Galilee and remain ignorance these things, 


and lived both. 


But this not all, for, while says nothing studying 
unpopular belief Christianity then was, does tell 
studying not only the sect the Pharisees but also those 
the Sadducees and the Essenes, and, not content with this, 
actually went into the wilderness become the disciple 
ascetic. these things, says:— 


“And when was about sixteen years old, had mind make 
trial the several sects that were among us. thought 
that this means might choose the best, were once ac- 
quainted with them all; contented myself with hard fare, 
and underwent great difficulties, and went through them all. Nor 
did content myself with these trials only; but when was in- 
formed that one, whose name was lived the desert, and 
used other clothing than grew upon trees, and had other 
food than what grew its own accord, and bathed himself 
cold water frequently, imitated him those 
when had accomplished desires, returned back the 
being now nineteen years old, and began conduct myself 
according the rules the sect the Pharisees, which 
kin the sect the Stoics, the Greeks call them” (Life, 2). 


His last teacher, then, seems have been imitator John 
the Baptist, not actually his disciple; and therefore not 
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wondered that Josephus betrays intimate acquain- 
tance with the life John, although ignores some phases 
his preaching. was practically compelled ignore 
them, matter fact, because the limitations his 
work; but that had not looked into them, and into their 
relation the life Jesus, altogether improbable, view 
his known disposition and character. After trying all these 
other sects, would not likely ignore entirely the ex- 
istence and teachings the followers Christ, although 
policy might influence him avoid doctrinal beliefs. 


chronicles the fact (Antiq. xviii. that 
the regarded the destruction Herod’s army Are- 
tas judgment from God sent upon him punishment 
for beheading John the Baptist, and also makes clear 
that the better class citizens condemned the action the 
high priest assembling the Sanhedrim and sentencing James 

“so [the high priest] assembled the sanhedrim judges, and 
brought before them the brother Jesus, who was called Christ, 
whose name was James, and some others. And when had 


formed accusation against them breakers the law, de- 
livered them stoned” (Antiq. xx. 1). 


relates with evident satisfaction that the high priest was 
deposed result the affair, and speaks him 
“bold man his temper, and very insolent.” Now, whatever 
else these facts may show, they cannot said disclose any 
suggestion bitter hostility either towards Christ himself 
towards his followers. fact, they almost appear in- 
dicate feeling quite the opposite this, and Josephus lacks 
but little seeming among the almost persuaded. 
claim that was, would going too far; but not too 
much say that tried fair and tell all the facts. 
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concluding his makes this emphatic state- 


the work proposed myself do, that other person, whether 
were Jew foreigner, had ever great inclination 
it, could accurately deliver these accounts the Greeks, 
done these books. For those own nation freely acknowl- 
edge, that far exceed them the learning belonging Jews; 
have also taken great deal pains obtain the learning 
the Greeks, and understand the elements the Greek language” 


xx. 11. 2). 
adds the next paragraph, that “there are still living 
such can either prove what say false, can attest 
that true.” likely that would ignorant of, 
purposely avoid mentioning, the crucifixion Christ; and, 
did mention it, would likely say nothing the 
resurrection? But, supposing were not personally con- 
vinced the truth the story, would not have been sure 
chronicle the fact that the claimed that 
Jesus rose from the dead? 

The pertinency these questions will recognized, when 
remembered that the passage quoted above concerning 
Jesus has long been regarded forgery. Writing the 
“Encyclopedia Dean Farrar says: 


“That Josephus wrote the whole passage now stands 
sane critic can believe. Vespasian, not Jesus, was the Messiah 
the ‘ambiguous oracle’ that apostate Jew. There are, how- 
ever, two reasons which are alone sufficient prove that the 
whole passage that was unknown Origen 
and the earlier fathers, the other that its place the text un- 
certain. now found after the historian’s notices Pilate, 
but the remarks Eusebius show that his time was found 
before them. must conclude then that Josephus preserved 
politic silence respecting Christ and the Christians, and this 
was quite possible, because was writing mainly for Greeks and 
Romans who were profoundly ignorant the whole subject” (ninth 


] 
q 
q 
q 
q | 
q j 
| 
| 
| 
4 } 


294 The Testimony Josephus. 


adds that evident that Josephus knew great deal 
more than chose say.” the statement 
James says 


“The passage was early tampered with Christian interpolators 
who wished make more emphatic testimony 
Christ, but its present form its genuineness undisputed” 


But this passage genuine, pertinent ask why 
speaks such familiar way Jesus, who was called 
Was well known that that was sufficient? 
And not, not clear that Josephus himself had already 
explained the matter such way that this later reference 
was natural one? But, again, was well known, 
would Josephus likely omit account him from his 
writings? And the Greeks and Romans, for whom 
mainly wrote, were profoundly ignorant the whole sub- 
was keeping for Josephus speak this matter- 
of-fact way Jesus, who was called Christ,” unless had 
himself previously explained who Jesus was? 


will not presume too much the ignorance the 
Greeks and Romans, because Tacitus, was stated above, 
makes mention the crucifixion. Incidentally, 
the Christians class hated for their abominations,” and 
calls their belief most mischievous superstition.” 
bears emphatic witness, however, the fact that spread 
with increasing vigor even Rome soon after the death 
Christ. Verily, these things were not done corner, and 
the world did not escape taking cognizance them. The 
resurrection was everywhere proclaimed with vigor Paul 
and his coworkers, and the whole early witness 
it, not only word mouth but also their methods 
worship. 
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Tacitus died the early part the second century, and 
apparently had personal knowledge Judea, plain 
that Josephus had far better opportunity than did learn 
the facts, which were already, the time the “Annals” were 


matters common knowledge. Tacitus did not deign 


consider the story resurrection; but Josephus could 
not readily dodge the claim. Writing, did for men 
not his own race, and men who were not excitable and 
were therefore not liable visit their wrath upon his head 
for doing it, might easily have voiced his own conviction 
that the resurrection was fact, and then explained the 
sacred writings. could this and still believe that Ves- 
pasian was the Messiah, because would not really incon- 
sistent from Jewish standpoint, even went far 
that. 

Just here should said that there field which 
scholars have been much fault that which affects 
viewpoint. Instead leaving stone unturned the effort 
get the true meaning author, they judge too often 
outward appearance, and reach wrong conclusions do- 
ing so. This apparent even the last revision the New 
Testament. The true rendering Luke viii. not pleas- 
ures this life,” but pleasures their way living,’ and 
Timothy ii. similar; for the same Greek word used 
with the meaning, himself with the affairs his 
way living,’ or, other words, longer attempts 
attend his own personal matters and does not try 
live did home. just here that the first test 
soldier apt come; and, war not placed among 
the this life,” hard tell classify it. 
certainly does not belong heaven, whatever may said 
some other place, rather state. 
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The Messiah was king. That was universally con- 
ceded. But there were other prophecies direct conflict with 
this, and the Jewish rabbis have had explain them. They 
have sometimes done postulating second quasi- 
Messiah, who was die scapegoat, and fulfil the 
ments number passages which would otherwise be, 
them, inexplicable. us, since understand the true 
meaning the word “kingdom,” used the Mes- 
sianic passages, the whole thing simple enough, and 
need help understanding it; but put Josephus into 
our shoes and imagine that can judge him our stand- 
ards something more than merely unfair proceeding. 
positively unscientific. 

Even good translation cannot made from the stand- 
point the translator. who undertakes such task must 
divest himself, far possible, his own personality, and 
put himself the place the seeks interpret. 
Otherwise cannot reproduce his author’s meaning with any 
degree certainty. Few observe this requirement, however, 
and the fact constantly made evident. The word 
ment” (A. represents the ordinary Greek 
word for astonishment Luke iv. 36; but al- 
lowed stand for entirely different term, which the 
etymological equivalent the English word ecstacy.” The 
difference deserves recognition. the latter passage, 
strange exaltation, something that lifted them out them- 
selves, was what referred to, while the earlier chapter 
was merely natural astonishment. 

Eventually, the notes that are found school and college 
text-books will not show this lack vision. present, they 
altogether too often. like manner, remarks con- 
struction not infrequently suggest pair linguistic spectacles, 


| 


The Testimony Josephus. 297 


1912.] 


decidedly modern pattern, perched securely the nose 


the editor; and sometimes apparent that the lenses 


are sufficient strength warp his vision seriously. other 
words, the grammatical relations found his own language 


are allowed modify even reverse those which the ar- 
rangement the words the original tongue would nat- 
urally demand. The trouble caused neglect native 
idioms, such, study which absolutely necessary, 
the translator have any true for his author’s 
linguistic forms. must get new pair spectacles, 
not new brain, order his subject proper justice, and 
must critic. 

cannot claimed that Canon Farrar and his fellow crit- 
ics did these things. Modern ways thinking were allowed 
entirely too much influence their conclusions make that 
possible, and they actually assumed that was allowable 
judge Josephus were product nineteenth-century 
conditions Christian country instead the result Jew- 
ish and Roman influences the very beginning our era. 
Josephus could not look back, can, and his vision must 
have been poor and nebulous the whole Messianic question. 
This should self-evident, but has not even been consid- 
ered, all appearance, since must once modify our 
whole conception his position, give this phase the 
matter any sort attention. What did know our Mes- 
siah? Nay, what does the modern Jew know him? Isaiah 
practically tabooed Hebrew rabbis, because has be- 
come belief and almost proverb that too much study 
the prophet will result making meshum- 
mad. The Jew has place even now for the Christian con- 
ception the Messiah, and wants none. How, then, 


Josephus placed such category? 
Vol. LXIX. No. 274. 
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found ambiguous oracle,” which could not 
now, what did the most elevate them undertaking this war, 
was ambiguous oracle that was found also their sacred writings, 
how, ‘about that time one from their country should become gover. 
nor the habitable earth.’ The Jews took this prediction belong 
themselves particular, and many the wise men were thereby 
deceived their determination. Now, this oracle certainly denoted 
the government Vespasian, who was appointed emperor 
However, not possible for men avoid fate, although they see 
beforehand” (Wars, vi. 4). 


The oracle itself was plainly something outside the Scrip- 
tures, although was confirmed them, and this fact 
important. foreshadowed universal king; and, his 
mind, Vespasian was such one. therefore concluded, 
with the same undue haste that often evidence the 
work modern critics, that Vespasian fulfilled the oracle. 
says nothing about Messiah anointed one, all; and 
the fact that this king was anointed one,” according 
the Scriptures, probably meant little nothing him, 
since the term itself was more less familiar one. was 
used Saul David Sam. xxiv. 6), when spoke 
him the “anointed Jehovah”; was employed 
connection with others, as, for instance, the patriarchs (Ps. 
15); and even Cyrus himself was designated (Isa. 
1). 

With these usages, Josephus must have been perfectly 
familiar, and manifestly absurd pin him down the 
modern Christian conception single anointed one,” who 
the Messiah. would strange indeed progress had 
been made eighteen centuries the interpretation scrip- 
tural teachings concerning the Saviour. Josephus could not 
comprehend Jew has never been able so— that 
the Scriptures had reference spiritual kingdom, king- 
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dom within men, and not the pomp and circumstance 
external rule. therefore thought did, and, for him, 
other course was possible. But there were other scriptural 
prophecies which seemed clearly fulfilled Jesus. 
must have known them; for was beyond question familiar 
with Isaiah. could not have been ignorant Jesus and 
his life; and, with the same freedom and directness that 
had manifested reference Vespasian, accepted the 
conclusion that Jesus was the person referred the sacred 
writings. This, least, what the facts seem indicate. 
him, Vespasian was royal anointed one,’ Mes- 
sianic king vast and unlimited sway. was therefore the 
ruler that was be. Jesus, the other hand, had nothing 


‘ 


royal about him; but was apparently another anointed 
one,” sent fulfil other prophecies which, effect, were the 
exact opposite those relating the kingdom. That both 
should fulfilled one person was beyond his ken; for 
could not possibly conceive such thing, and there was 
therefore inconsistency his choice two persons this 
connection. Simple fairness demands that this recognized 
for Josephus cannot judged our standards unless also 
possessed our knowledge. claim that did would 
sufficiently preposterous bring its own refutation, and the 
point needs elucidation. 

mentioned Jesus Christ, did not use Christ 
proper for simply accepted the epithet the people 
the Greek vernacular, which made him anointed one,” 
Christos. did not thereby subscribe our belief, be- 
cause did not even know what our belief includes. could 
not, unless was closer student New Testament teach- 
ings than any one has ever been willing admit. This partic- 
ular Jesus was the one called Christos, and the meaning the 
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word itself seems times require the article before it. 
omit would somewhat like omitting such forms 
Peter the Hermit. Josephus deals with various other per- 
sons the same name, has followed the most easy method 
distinguishing this one. other course would have been 
natural effective, and Josephus was trying state facts 
saw them, from standpoint that was almost much 
Roman was Jewish. mentions, under the name Jesus, 
the son Ananus (Wars, vi. 3), the son Damneus 
xx. 4), the son Gamala (Life, 38), the son 


Saphat (Life, 22; Wars, iii. the son Sapphias (Life, 
12, 27; Wars, ii. 20. 4), the son (Antiq. xv. 3), 
the brother Onias (Antiq. xii. xv. 1), and the son 
Thebuthus (Wars, vi. 3). each instance, ex- 
plicit his identification there any need being, and, 
where there any occasion for doing so, gives details 
the man’s life, character, and occupation. Did say nothing 
about Jesus the Anointed One? 


must now evident that the argument based the Mes- 
sianic beliefs Josephus argument all. His idea 
the meaning and the scope prophecies that were just begin- 
ning fulfilled his day can more compared our 
own conception these things. with eighteen centuries 
growth clarity vision, say nothing experience, than 
the idle guesses boy twelve can compared the 
deliberate judgment man mature years. forget 
that each generation inherits the wealth its predecessors 
other things than mere worldly goods, but the fact remains, 
and sooner later must included all our premises 
have due regard for the truth. 
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The question not yet settled, however, since two other 
indictments are still considered. was alleged the 
quotation given above that the passage was unknown Ori- 
gen and the earlier church fathers, and that the remarks 
Eusebius place before the historian’s notices Pilate, in- 
stead after them, where now appears. Origen sup- 
posed have died 253, while Eusebius said have 
been born eleven years later, 264 and therefore fol- 
lows, this passage really Christian interpolation and 
forgery, that within space not over fifty years, some 
means difficult imagine, Christian literary rogues were 
clever enough get the paragraph into the original text with- 
out raising howl protest from the enemies their beliefs, 
and that they were also clever enough cover their tracks 
completely that the fact was not discovered, until the su- 
perior acumen modern critics dragged forth into the 
light. Does this seem probable its face? 

Was possible, matter fact? Could the thing have 
been done? human ingenuity equal such task? Would 
Eusebius himself have been able begin even, pretend- 
ing that the passage was there? Could any one have secured 
its insertion that, any other way? And the thing 
was done all, why have record it? Were all the 
outstanding MSS. gathered and destroyed the Christian 
plotters after they had furnished duplicates with the passage 
interpolated now find it? And this was not done, why 
did one ever discover the fraud the time its perpe- 
tration? But, suppose that had been actually possible 
commit such forgery, would there have been one with 
memory the earlier text? Assuredly, our modern critics, 
clever they are, must yield the palm these early gentle- 
men, who could deceive their own generation and many 
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later ones this matter, besides hypnotizing into silence 
forgetfulness any and every stray scholar who might other- 
wise have betrayed them. After quoting length from Jo- 
sephus, Eusebius says, the passage 
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McGiffert omits the most important sentence and 


“After relating these things concerning makes mention 
our Savior the same work, the following words: ‘And 
there lived that time Jesus, wise man, indeed, proper 
call him man. For was doer wonderful works, and 
teacher such men receive the truth gladness. And 
attached himself many the Jews, and many also the 
Greeks. was the Christ. When Pilate, the accusation 
our principal men, condemned him the cross, those who had 
loved him the beginning did not cease loving him. [Why not?] 
Moreover, the race Christians, named after him, continues down 
the present day.’” 


will seen that this corresponds very closely with the 
English version the passage Josephus, was quoted 
from Whiston the beginning this article. careful com- 
parison with ancient text the original disclosed only 
such slight verbal variations are wont found all 
such cases. Josephus seems have said ‘many Jews’ instead 
the Jews,’ Eusebius has from the Greeks,’ 
with inserted apo, there another variation connection 
with article the phrase translated who loved him 
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the first, and the phrase peri autou follows thaumasia 
Josephus instead preceding it. such variations were 
found, might argued that the passage Josephus was 
forgery the hand Eusebius, such thing conceiv- 
able; but the fact that they are found strong presumptive 
argument favor the genuineness the original para- 
graph. The alterations are exactly such are commonly 
made quoting from memory, and that was the universal 
habit within certain limits earlier times; for accuracy 
quotation hardly antedates the year 1840 regular practice, 
and accuracy definition has the same limitations. 

The passage quoted Eusebius concerning John, which 
here refers to, passes unquestioned; but quotes this one 
immediately with the same assurance and with the same as- 
sumption its familiarity the readers the historian. 
How could this, there was the least suspicion its 
genuineness? And how could there such suspicion, 
the passage itself had not been existence over fifty years? 
the supposition that Josephus did write the paragraph has 
produced for the critics, what shall said the con- 
tention that did not write it? Has that produced 
all for the rank and file whose common sense demands sat- 
isfaction even the hands superior beings with gift 
second sight that enables them discover things hidden from 
less-favored mortals? And the thing explained actually in- 
volves less difficulty than the explanation which re- 
moved, the last state better than the first 

Again, what proof there that the passage was unknown 
Origen? Does the bare fact that did not quote estab- 
lish his ignorance the paragraph? there possibility 
that did not regard sufficient importance incor- 
porate his work? And there chance for the supposi- 
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tion that may have simply overlooked his argument 
because other things? Did modern critic ever realize 
when his work was done that had inadvertently omitted 
something which would have been service developing his 
thesis had not passed over because its very famil- 
Are human limitations confined modern men 
this particular? Was impossible for ancient father 
the church omit something that had intention pass- 
ing when began his dissertation? These factors must 
disposed before will all safe argue, from the 
omission statement, that any given author was incapable 
making it, and Origen does not lie outside the pale this 
contention. Whether knew the paragraph not, man 
can say with but the chances are that did, though 
did not happen make use it. 

But there said concerning the matter quo- 
for must not supposed that everything was 
quoted from memory olden times. Long and unfamiliar 
passages were undoubtedly copied from the original with some 
degree care; but things that were familiar and fairly brief 
were never dignified such treatment. The ancient schol- 
notebook was his brain, and used the modern 
student does his written page. This fact seems have 
escaped the critics some unknown way but must reck- 
oned with nevertheless, our views are conform actual- 
ities. put ancient scholar into modern harness his 
work anachronism, nothing more; but the thing 
constantly done articles that pass for authoritative state- 
ments fact. What has become our 

That Eusebius actually quoted from memory this in- 
stance, made clear his words introduction. ‘About 
follows,’ what says, and the meaning cannot avoided. 
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was not copying from written page. was his memory 
that was depending on, and this fact itself shows how 
familiar the passage was him. Such forms introduction 
were common enough treatises various kinds, must 
remembered those who have made use the gram- 
marians, and they are significant. The passage was well 
known that could quote thus with safety and incur 
risk misleading any one. Others knew too, and they 
would recall it, just had done. His whole attitude, 
short, bespeaks the use unquestioned and authoritative 
historical statement which his readers would readily accept 
its face value. 

the question order, little need said. accuracy 
quotation modern virtue, has been suggested already 
(this has long been taught one the foremost American 
linguists), follows that when men put things down they 
came mind there must have been some variations the 
order the statements involved. was accordingly the 
easiest thing the world for Eusebius recall the para- 
graphs with the order inverted, really did any such 
thing; for the argument from the order best only in- 
ference. Errors this kind, however, are extremely common 
quotations from memory for some men instinctively invert 
things and others occasionally without being aware 
the time. Eusebius did invert the order and the fact 
has any significance all, merely implies that had grown 
somewhat careless about the exact words and their arrange- 
ment because their great familiarity, and did not stop 
consider the matter with diligence. The expression mess 
not the Scriptures; but most persons would 
accept being there simply because familiar con- 
nection with Jacob and Esau. Quicksands this type 
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not afford good foundations for elaborate structures, and 


just well not build them. 


But Eusebius also quotes the other passage, and may 
well cite his version 


23. 22). 


Including the subject, McGiffert’s rendering is:— 


“Ananas, called together the Sanhedrim, and brought before 
them the brother Jesus, the so-called Christ, James name, 
together with some others, and accused them violating the law, 
and condemned them stoned.” 


The text Josephus mentioned above has slight difference 
the order the words which implies the meaning the so- 
called Christos,’ ‘the so-called instead 
‘the one called Christ,’ and, all probability, the meaning 
the other passage similar. was the Anointed-one, the 
one known,’ was what Josephus intended say, not ‘he 
was the Christ,’ the modern Christian sense. Such over- 
translations are common; but they are not accurate, and they 
should not accepted. Language has content well 
form, and the content given word phrase the import- 
ant thing, although its form what commonly considered. 
Meaning alone should the goal the investigator. 
the only genuine intellectual coin. All else spurious. 


Again, just preceding this quotation Eusebius has another, 
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rendered McGiffert, this last passage reads 


“Josephus, least, has not hesitated testify this his writ- 
ings, where says, ‘These things happened the Jews 
avenge James the Just, who was brother Jesus, that called 
the Christ. For the Jews slew him, although was most just 


man 
Just where Eusebius found this statement not clear; but 


entirely keeping with the other passages and the 
style the historian. therefore probably genuine. That, 
least, the presumption, and the burden proof lies with 
those who would reject it. There certainly need 
jumping the conclusion that this shows attempt tam- 
per with the passage, the part Christian interpolators 
who wished make emphatic testimony favor 
for quite easy account for such omis- 
character ancient ones, even marginal reading. The 
order the words respecting Jesus that which Josephus 
uses elsewhere, and the sentiments expressed plainly tally with 
his other teachings. the statement actually did originate 
some MS. from marginal reading, may have been in- 
sertion from the historian’s own hand, added some other 
connection afterthought. has all the earmarks 
genuine quotation, and such should received, until 
proof the contrary forthcoming. was due the 
hand scribe, was reminiscence other familiar teach- 
ings the historian. was, the other hand, part 
original text, its omission, some MS. and its later 
transcriptions, probably occurred the usual way slip 
the part the scribe, eye returned the page 
copying. 
But the presumption favor the genuineness this 
brief statement fairly strong, nothing compared with 


308 The Testimony [April 


that favor the genuineness the paragraph concerning 
Jesus himself. When the general hostility the entire gen- 
tile and Hebrew world all things Christian remembered, 
little short marvelous that the entire passage 
ing Jesus found all the extant MSS. Josephus. 
there was the slightest doubt, moreover, the days 
bius with regard its genuineness, simply inconceivable 
that should have quoted twice genuine, and especially 
that should have used the second instance (Dem. Ey, 
iii. 105, 106) effort convince the Jews the truths 
the Gospel. The possibility extirpating passage 
that kind from MS. MSS. copying seems far greater 
than that inserting it, and the unvarying character the 
testimony found the documents themselves presents in- 
surmountable obstacle the supposition that the passage 
Christian forgery. 

Josephus tried tell facts. agreed tell all the 
promised omit nothing. rule out the paragraph 
question say that was not honest, that did not keep 
his word, and that purposely dodged this particular issue. 
is, moreover, not the least necessary suppose that 
was potentially Christian heart, order account for 
the presence the passage his works; for was not pro- 
pounding personal beliefs, and his own beliefs were not per- 
tinent the case beyond simple question fact. had 
evidence that seemed him conclusive beyond reasonable 
doubt that Jesus rose from the dead, had 
but chronicle the event. did briefly possible 
and dropped the matter there. apparently did not care 
further, even did recognize the miracle, and may 
have regarded the Christian views extreme. was 
tainly not necessary that his own convictions should won 
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over concerning scriptural doctrines and Christian claims. 
was historian, not writer dogma, and such must 
have acted this matter. such, must also judged, 
and manifestly improper attack this question any 
other basis, unless can truthfully assume the start that 
Josephus was dishonest. was something partisan 
times, but would hardly have been human had not had 
this failing, and his traducers are position throw 
stones that score. 

The presumptive argument, then, favor the passage 
stands. There is, fact, basis for any other belief 
except the intellectual difficulties men who use their own 
modern conception the entire matter with too great free- 
dom see clearly what position Josephus really occupied. 
understand him, must put ourselves his place and 
divest ourselves all modern views and prejudices. This 
fair. tried just that, and did the best could. 
This sufficient explain the whole difficulty, and with this 
should content. 

Others have written this passage years past; but 
has been impossible take the time consider anything but 
the presumptive side the question, and none their 
writings have been consulted. Most them are now out 
date, and the limits such article this forbid any at- 
tempt deal with that side the question. any such have 
considered the problem from the angle here employed, 
not known the author, who has written simply the con- 
viction has been slowly forced upon him long consider- 
ation the question its merits alone. 
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ARTICLE VI. 


SOME ASPECTS THE CONSERVATIVE 
PENTATEUCHAL CRITICISM. 


BARRISTER-AT-LAW, LONDON. 


the Sacra for January, 1911, the present 
writer discussed Some Aspects the Conservative Task 
Pentateuchal Criticism.” The object the present paper 
consider these further the light what has occurred 
since that article was written. cannot contended that the 
conditions the problem are unaltered that new light 
has been thrown the duty conservatives what has 
happened the interval. 

may first observed that, whether look the lights 
the shadows the picture, conservatism has made progress, 
There more and better conservative literature the world 
than before. The emergence Mr. Griffiths new 
conservative writer most cheering sign the times. His 
excellent Problem Deuteronomy” welcome addition 
the literature the subject, and strengthens the position 
conservatives throughout the English-speaking world. Dr. 
St. Clair Tisdall has published admirable brochure 
entitled Not Higher Critic,” which has been 
warmly received more than one country. The Jewish Quar- 
terly Review, formerly organ the higher criticism, has 
been converted sane and sober views biblical scholar- 
ship, and now conducted with learning and ability that 
bid fair make one the most valuable theological 
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periodicals all who are interested Old Testament Studies: 
not the only periodical that has shown signs turning 
from the higher critical vagaries. Germany, too, indi- 
cations change from the fashionable hypothesis are not 
wanting. Pastor Moller has last broken with the docu- 


mentary theory; and though his book Wider den Bann der 


Quellenscheidung may first shock the delicate sensibili- 
ties those who hold that orthodoxy consists the unques- 
acceptance theory that makes the Pentateuch 
cento literary forgeries, cannot the long run fail 
assist shaking the position which that theory now occupies 
the Universities Northern Here, too, mention 
should made Dr. Aage Schmidt’s Gedanken tiber die 
Entwicklung der Religion auf Grund der babylonischen Quel- 
monograph that distinguished the conservative 
results which comprehensive survey the ancient evi- 
dence religious development has led the learned author. 

The true weakness conservatives does not lie any inher- 
ent the conservative case any faults its 
champions. the contrary, they possess the qualities that are 
necessary for the vindication their views. They have the 
learning; they have the ability; more important than either, 
they have the strength character. Unfortunately and 
here that their whole difficulty have not the 
necessary organization, though this respect they are rap- 


the above was written, Dutch scholar, Dr, Troelstra, 
has published brilliant and successful piece work Organ- 
ische Eenheid van het Oude Testament” (Leiden: Vlieger, 
1912. inaugural lecture delivered the Leyden students. 
must hoped that will soon appear English dress. With 
Eerdmans and Troelstra both lecturing the premier Dutch Uni- 
the prospects the documentary theory Holland are 
hot the rosiest. 

*Leipzig, 1911. 
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idly improving. Not very long ago the lack 
communication between the conservative scholars 
countries and creeds was extremely striking; and though 
there growing tendency remedy this, the evil effects 
the state affairs that long prevailed have not yet passed 
away. The fault does not lie with the conservatives. 
due the control exercised over almost the whole the 
technical press the various countries the higher critics, 
Hereafter shall have speak the darker aspects the 
higher critical tactics, and will seen how that control 
must operate for the suppression truth. Fortunately, 
already stated, longer complete formerly: and 
cannot doubted that, conservatism obtains hearing, 
the higher critical positions will seen, increasingly large 
numbers people, untenable. The rate progress 
made the diffusion sounder ideas cumulative. 

Side side with these phenomena the important fact that 
many lifelong critics are becoming exceedingly doubtful 
the soundness their views. From the nature the case 
one hears more this private than public, for critic 
who becomes doubtful his position tends indulge 
silent meditation, private discussions with 
rather than take the public into his confidence with respect 
his mental perplexities. must admitted that the habit 
often has irritating tendencies. man will write that 
shaken particular point, but without making any public 
statement modifying his published views. Then other peo- 
ple who know nothing his private admissions will proceed 
shout aloud about the assured results modern criticism, 
reliance those very published views about which their 
author has begun entertain doubts. That sort thing 
very annoying. But, the case the more honest critics, 
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merely transition stage; for, sconer later, they must 
give public expression the change their attitude. 

Unfortunately, however, the limitation expressed the 
phrase the case the more honest very nar- 
row one. 

showing this will convenient begin with the case 
Dr. Charles Augustus Briggs. stated footnote 
the published correspondence with the general Editors the 
Critical have waited deal 
further with this, because wished give them opportu- 
nity exercising the right further reply which they were 
careful reserve. did this, although realized the 
time that they were indulging what popularly called 
bluff, and have doubt that anybody who will carefully 
and impartially examine the facts that about quote 
will see that this was so. 

Under date the 28th February, 1911, Doctors Briggs and 
Driver wrote follows: have both been familiar 
with the Septuagint for many and have compared large 
parts very minutely with the Massoretic text. the 
result this comparison both hold that, where the two 
differ, the Massoretic text preferred until the reading 
presupposed the Septuagint has been shown superior 
it, especially yielding sense better agreement with 
the context being preferable upon philological gram- 
matical grounds. such expressions these have 
proposed novel doctrine, but only voice the general 
judgment sober modern scholars. cannot, there- 
fore, consistently with these principles, formed long ago, 
without any reference the present controversy, admit that 
variant reading presupposed either all some MSS. 


*See Bibliotheca Sacra, July, 1911, 324. 
Vol. LXIX. No. 274. 
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the Septuagint, possesses any value against the Masso- 
retic text, even casts upon the Massoretic text until 
good cause has been shown for preferring it.” These extracts 
contain the main reason for the inability the general 
itors discuss the scholarly part contentions, because, 
truth and fact, they are absolutely contradicted the 
published writings Dr. Briggs himself and those whom 
the general editors have regarded sufficiently sober modern 
scholars entrusted with the preparation volumes 
the Critical Commentary. 

First, Dr. Briggs himself: the year 1899 pub- 
lished work entitled General Introduction the Study 
Holy Scripture: The Principles, Methods, History, and Re- 
sults its Several Departments and the Whole.” The pref- 
ace explains that 1883 another volume had appeared, entitled 
Biblical Study, its Principles, Methods, and History, together 
with Catalogue Books Reference,” and that the 


new book incorporating the material 
the earlier work, which its turn had gathered the 
work the preceding fourteen years. Thus the General 
the product thirty years work the 
subjects with which deals, and must held incorporate 
formed long ago without any reference the pres- 
ent controversy.” would impossible contradict the 
doctrines laid down the joint letter more thoroughly than 
done Dr. Briggs this work and his Commentary 
the Psalms. 

The following extracts will give pretty clear idea his 
real 

“There can doubt that Rabbi Akiba and his asso- 
ciates Jamnia not only fixed the Canon the Old Testa- 
ment, but also established the first official Hebrew text the 
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Canon. There fixture the consonantal text Hebrew 
Manuscripts from the second century onwards, which can 
accounted for only the establishment that time such 
official text. This text was established troublous times, 
when was impossible give the time and painstaking 
for such undertaking. There was leisure 
correct even the plainest mistakes. was made the com- 
parison few manuscripts. Tradition speaks three, 
cases disagreement the majority two always determin- 
ing the correct (General Introduction, 175). 

“The Textual Criticism the Old Testament lagged be- 
hind the New Testament. And the reason is, that schol- 
ars long hesitated back the Massoretic There 
can doubt, Robertson Smith states: has gradually 
become clear the vast majority conscientious students 
that the Septuagint really the greatest value witness. 
the early state the cit., 229). 

“The study the text the Old Testament has been ad- 
vanced recent years great number scholars Ger- 
many, France, Switzerland, Holland, Austria, Italy, Great 
Britain, and America; scholars all faiths, Jew and Chris- 
tian, Roman Catholic and Protestant. They have vied with 
one another this fundamental biblical study. 
has now become practically impossible for any scholarly work 
done the Old Testament without the use all the 
resources Textual Criticism for sure (op. 
230). 

“The next step Textual Criticism ascertain the 
original autographs the Canon the Law and the Prophets, 
when they were first collected and fixed. The Septuagint ver- 


sion the Law and the Prophets, and also some 
italics. 
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the writings, takes back the Maccabean 
cit., 238). 

Dr. Briggs has, moreover, contributed the International 
Critical Commentary, work the Psalter (dated 
The preface contains the following remarks that appear 
material any consideration the textual opinions expressed 
the body the work: This commentary the fruit 
forty years labour. have spared pains upon the 
text the Psalter, not only the study the Versions, but 
also the detection and elimination the glosses the 
search for the original texts they came from their authors, 
public Version, opinion, should less pedantic 
and literal than the Revised Version, and not slavish its 
adherence the Massoretic this respect the older 
Versions, especially the Version the Book Common 
less accurate than the later Versions, preserves many read- 
ings the Greek and Vulgate Versions which later English 
Versions unwisely rejected.” 

proceed quote some the relevant dicta 
work 

earliest Version the Psalter was that the Greek 
Septuagint, translated from the Hebrew the second cen- 
tury Alexandria, and preserved many ancient codices, 
the earliest the fourth century giving evidence 
original Hebrew text, many centuries prior any Hebrew 
(p. xxv). 

“It was made from the best MSS. accessible the time, 
and gives evidence the original Hebrew text early sec- 
ond century three centuries earlier than the text fixed 
the school Jamnia, and twelve centuries earlier than the 

italics. Briggs’s italics. 
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Mass. text fixed Ben Asher and preserved the earliest 
Hebrew (ibid.). 

“The text the where there consensus read- 
ings has value which has not been estimated critics 
highly ought be, far the Psalter concerned. 
very large number cases this common text pre- 
ferred the Hebrew consonantal (p. xxviii). 

“The text the LXX carries still farther back, 
Hebrew text the second century B.c., very soon after the 
Psalter had received its final (p. xxxiii). 

“The divine names were inserted very often order 
make evident that God was the subject object the 
(p. liii). 

large number instances the ancient Versions, 
especially the LXX and Vulgate, are more correct than the 
unpointed Hebrew text. MODERN SCHOLARS HAVE GREATLY 
ERRED TOO EXALTED ESTIMATE THE CORRECTNESS 
THE UNPOINTED HEBREW TEXT THIS THE MEAS- 
URES MAKE EVIDENT THAT EVEN THE UNPOINTED HEBREW 
TEXT, ITS NUMEROUS ADDITIONS AND CHANGES THE OR- 
IGINAL, TRULY INTERPRETATION OLDER TEXT 
THE LXX AND OTHER ANCIENT VERSIONS (ibid.). 

Further down the same page are told that not infre- 
quently both Elohim and Adonay appear conflation 
the original think have quoted enough show that 
Dr. Briggs, any rate, case put forward any vindi- 
cation either Dr. Skinner himself, and that this con- 
troversy has taken part which inconsistent with the 
elements truthfulness and honor. far con- 
cerned, the statements about principles formed long 
ago” were tissue falsehoods. shall now see that 

italics. *My italics and capitals. 
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does not stand alone rejecting the preposterous doctrines 
that falsely professes accept the correspondence, 
begin quoting Professor Toy, the author the volume 
Proverbs the International Critical Commentary. his 
case are happily dealing with honorable man. 
xxxii the work writes: these the oldest and, for 
the criticism the text, the most valuable the Septuagint, 
represents general older text than that the re- 
ceived Hebrew was not prepared sacri- 
fice his convictions the altar the documentary theory, 


Toy, reviewing Essays Pentateuchal Criti- 


cism,” wrote follows: “Several writers 
dwelt the fact that the Septuagint and other ancient Ver- 
sions differ considerably from the received Hebrew text (the 
Masoretic) the use divine names. The Septuagint 
translators, commonly supposed, followed their Hebrew 
text faithfully, and this text equally authoritative with the 
Masoretic (in both cases internal evidence must decide 
the value readings): concluded that the latter not 
trustworthy guide for division documents based 
divine names, and this Mr. Wiener’s contention. While 
this point calls for more thorough examination than has 
yet been given it, the conclusion just stated not out keep- 
ing with the tone modern criticism. well known, 
critics generally hold that our Hebrew text 
greatly from scribes and editors the process transmis- 
sion. agreed that divine names have been changed 
Chronicles, Psalms and elsewhere, whv not the Penta- 
Dr. Toy, will seen, not prepared contra- 
dict the lifelong principles Dr. Briggs and himself 
textual Criticism for the sake the documentary 
Register, April 28, 1910, 455. 
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And yet man who suffered for his conscientious beliefs 
when appeared him that the higher criticism was true. 
authority Dr. Briggs, and quote the account gives 
the General Introduction that have already cited often. 
“The first suffer for the Higher Criticism the United 
States was Toy, who was Professor Old Testament 
Interpretation the Baptist Theological School, Green- 
ville, C., from 1869 1879. the latter year was 
forced resign because his views Biblical Criticism 
(p. 286). was the first the United States suffer 
for his Higher Critical views, has been the first admit 
that those views might unfounded. Plato, magis 
amica veritas. 

Similarly with Dr. Smith, from whose pen comes the 
volume Samuel the International Critical Commentary. 
writes: the absence light from the MSS. must 
seek the help the ancient versions. And among these the 
Greek easily takes the first place, owing its age and the 
fact that had Hebrew original very different from the one 
known us. had the LXX its earliest form, would 
equivalent Hebrew codex the first Christian cen- 
tury, even earlier (Samuel, xxxi). accord- 
ance with this, Dr. Smith has publicly stated that the work 
Professors Eerdmans and and the present writer 
necessitate careful reéxamination the whole field text- 
ual and historical Smith, too, according 
the same repertory convenient information, was one the 
first suffer for his critical views. Dr. Briggs writes: 
discussion the Higher Criticism the United States began 


*Journal Biblical Literature, vol. xxx. (1910), 19, note, 
See also his statement the text: “Each year have the neces- 
sity forced upon learn something new and unlearn some 
the things had supposed settled.” 
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for the Presbyterian body, the plea for freedom criticism 
inaugural address Professor Hebrew the Union 
Henry Prof. Henry Preserved Smith was 
similar grounds. was also suspended from the 
istry the same year the Presbytery Cincinnati, which 
action was sustained next year General Assembly” (op, 
cit., pp. 286-289). Such men Doctors Toy and Smith 
must command the respect and admiration supporters and 
opponents alike. 

noticeable that these two men the two International 
Critical Commentators who suffered for their beliefs, but 
were not prepared throw away their honor for the sake 
the documentary theory had used far less emphatic expres- 
sions the the LXX textual criticism than Dr. 
Briggs, even, shall see, Dr. Driver himself. 

One other International Critical Commentator must 
quoted, the late Dr. William Rainey Harper, whose name 
affixed certain papers Pentateuchal Criticism that ap- 
peared the Hebraica, and attracted attention some years 
ago. The preface his “Amos and Hosea contains polemic 
against Dr. Driver the course which writes: 
unquestionably the first duty commentator reconstruct 
the text best (Amos and Hosea, preface, viii). 
Further on, the course his introduction, says the 
LXX: “In the correction MT, LXX most 
When due allowance made for the errors LXX there 
still remain many passages which its text preferable 

come now Dr. Driver. The attitude textual 
icism assumed the general editors the International 
Critical Commentary the letter the 28th February, 
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1911, more like his general attitude than that Dr. Briggs. 
But Dr. Driver himself does not altogether adopt the extra- 
ordinary contentions the letter. have pointed out some 
the ways which differs from Dr. Skinner (and conse- 
quently from the defense Dr. Skinner) reviewing his 
1911, and also the second answer Dr. Gordon this 
number. Perhaps the strongest instance the divergence 
between the Dr. Driver textual criticism and the Dr. Driver 
the joint letter is, however, found pages lii 
his Notes the Hebrew Text the Books 
where quotes and endorses Klostermann’s famous dictum 
“Let him who would himself investigate and advance learn- 
ing, the side the other Ancient Versions accustom him- 
self above all things the use Field’s Hexapla, and 
Lagarde’s edition the Recension Lucian.” Why does 
this principle suddenly cease valid when Dr. Skinner’s 
conduct comes for consideration? 

must not thought that laying stress the question 
textual criticism urging principle that rejected 
doubted the case other ancignt works that have depended 
ona MS. tradition. this point let the identical Dr. Briggs 
speak the words has adopted the work representing 
the carefully matured convictions many years which 
have already had frequent occasion Biblical Textual 
Criticism derives from general Textual Criticism its principles 
and methods work. These differ their application 
the Bible only there are special circumstances connected 
with the biblical writings that differ from those other 
writings. Hort says: leading principles textual 
criticism are identical for all writings whatever. Differences 


application arise only from differences the amount, va- 
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riety, and quality evidence: method ever inapplicable 
except through defectiveness evidence’” (General Intro. 
duction, 231). 

Now there can doubt that the well-known rules 
textual criticism entirely condemn the practice accepting 
readings the authority any text whatever without 
tigation. proof this need only quote some the ob- 
servations made Professor Postgate the article 
Textual the eleventh edition the 

“Where the critic has ascertained the earliest form 
reading his text, will apply the tests intrinsic 
probability. part text can considered exempt from 
this scrutiny, though for very large part may dis- 
pensed with. should, however, here observed, that who- 
ever takes reading without investigation, the authority 
scholars, ceases for the time being textual 
(vol. xxvi. 713b). 

doubt the uncertainty the doubter 
whether has examined the whole the evidence. Such 
doubt much more felt than acknowledged, and 
its effect upon critical work highly injurious. the one 
hand, apt take refuge uncritical acceptance the 
traditional readings, and, the other hand, produce 
crop hesitant and mutually destructive conjectures which 
reader naturally resents needless waste his time”? 

“Authority, already hinted, has properly place 
textual criticism. For his facts textual critic may, and often 
must, beholden others: but never for his opinions. 


1My italics. 
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adds nothing the evidence for reading that has-been 
ber Carutti: and appeal names any such ques- 
tion confuses issues and deters inquiry (ibid., 

The net result all this show, beyond any possibility 
doubt, that the general editors the International Crit- 
ical Commentary have belied every principle scholarship, 
and even honor, violation the very doctrines that one 
them has accepted and striven propagate throughout his 
life. all appearance they have little compunction about 
deceiving their readers fraudulent company promoter has 
about deceiving the public whom hopes use 
this clear language purposely, because feel that state 
affairs has arisen which must terminated. have 
deal with number professors who abuse their positions 
the last way one would expect, for must remembered 
that the public supposes them men high standing 
actuated the purest motives, adopting and advocating 
particular views because those views arise necessarily from 
the relevant evidence. Now feel that the time has come 
when their conduct has passed all reasonable limits, and 
public duty say so. men who should be, and profess 
be, servants truth undertake abuse their positions 
deliberately propagating falsehood, time comes when 
necessary denounce them publicly falsifiers who would 
never dare enter witness-box sustain their allegations 
oath and under cross-examination. Dr. Alexander 
Gordon, the Presbyterian College, Montreal, affords 
excellent illustration this the correspondence that ap- 


*In the case Dr. Driver the best illustration the above 
statement the volume Exodus the Cambridge Bible for 
Schools and Colleges. See review, ante, pp. 151-158. 
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pears this number the Sacra. reply 
questions whether had believed Dr. Skinner’s 
tions when read them, alleged that could more 
say “yes” “no” such questions than could the 
interrogation Have you left off beating your mother?” 
the witness-box would oath, and subject cross- 
examination. Dr. Gordon would have either give straight- 
forward answers straightforward questions take the 
which would ruinous his reputation; and 
would appear clearly that had been duped Dr. Skin- 
ner. court justice not deceived the methods 
which are apparently thought good enough for theological 
students. 

Similar considerations apply Dr. Skinner himself. once 
wrote Dr. Driver, private letter for the information 
the general editors and Dr. Skinner, that, the latter brought 
action for libel against me, would the end the 
school Astruc England, and now repeat this statement 
for the information larger public. propose devote 
some little space explaining exactly why this so, because 
some quarters there appears misunderstanding 
precisely what Dr. Skinner has done. 

The controversy which has done much expose the 
conduct the higher critics began with very innocent ques- 
tion published the Expository Times for May, 1909, the 
Sacra for January, Dr. Skinner answered the same 
number, but was perfectly clear that had not read 
article. Thus wrote: “in the LXX [differs 
from the Jewish version] [cases] one-sixth 


reprinted. with slight modifications, the first chapter 
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the whole.” These facts were not discovered Mr. 
Wiener any rate, was great deal truer than 
suspected. Had read article would have found that 
“these were not facts. then proceeded: but are 
the common property scholars, whether scholars have 
always given due weight them not. does not the 
face look very much capital could made out 
limited divergence.” After some further discussion, 
which did not itself prove that had not read article, 
Dr. Skinner proceeded betray his ignorance again claim- 
ing: (1) that Greek copyists were likely observe the dis- 
tinction between the two words less carefully than Jewish 
scribes; and (2) that where and LXX differ the cases 


where God used for the Tetragrammaton show im- 
mense preponderance over those where Lord’ used for 
Elohim, the preference for the common word being marked 
This was particularly unnecessary be- 
trayal ignorance, because Mr. Cox had emphasized the 
fact that had adduced evidence showing that the versional 
variants rest divergent Hebrew texts, and are not due 
avoidance the Tetragrammaton translators. Hence 
careful reading the question Dr. Skinner was purporting 
answer would have put him his guard these matters. 
After some further discussion, which compared the crit- 
ical achievements the discovery America, Dr. Skinner 
thought fit lay down what arguments (which ob- 
viously had not read) could ever accomplish. Now not 
know what standards honor commend themselves 
higher critical minds: but, from the point view laymen, 
certain that Dr. Skinner transgressed two respects: 
First, although had not troubled read work, 
passed adverse judgment me. not the custom among 
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men honor condemn what they have not 
them, Thou shalt not bear false witness against thy 


bor” still binding. Secondly, was deceiving his public 
making false representations. Any reader his note who 
had not independent knowledge must have supposed that 
had read article, and that was putting forward state. 
ments which had reasonable ground true. 
these circumstances did best recall him sense 
right without exposing him too openly. reply, 
was published the Times for July, 1909, was 
designed draw his attention the article had not 
and the unsoundness his statements fact and his ar- 
Thus had twice had public warning once 
Mr. Cox’s note and once mine the true state affairs, 
and this was reinforced Professor correction 
him the September number the same magazine. was 
those circumstances that took upon himself repeat 
his representations his volume Genesis. course 
could not support his published statements the witness-box 
without committing direct perjury, and that why there can 
question his bringing proceedings for libel. did all 
could keep him after his first offense the note 
the Expository Times: but the principal theological 
college, after repeated warnings, persists giving currency 
statements which could not support the witness-box 
without committing perjury, time comes when the interests 


seems, however, the usual practice among higher 
ics. could give instance after instance that has come 
knowledge, and may perhaps another occasion should 
cessity arise. 

fear that Dr. Gordon has not realized is, say the 
least, doubtful whether has done the justice carefully 
reading and considering the Bibliotheca Sacra article and 
ing with Dr. Skinner’s discussion his Genesis. 
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the public necessitate full and clear exposure. There 
further reason why action can brought. present 
the critics are able use their control the technical press 
the interests their theories: but action would give 
wide publicity inconvenient facts, and would clearly expose 
the tactics that they have pursued for years. 

One other point must made. Two friends Dr. Skin- 
ner’s wrote independently say that they did not 
think that intended deceive. answered one giving 
him some further facts: whereupon did not pursue the 
subject. But the position tenable? No, not; for every 
man must supposed intend the natural and necessary 
consequences his own acts. Dr. Skinner did not intend 
deceive, was open him (both before and after had 
warned him) tell the truth about work. did not 
so, but went out his way put forward statements that 
were false, and that must have seen false ex- 
amined work and Professor Now the letter 
the 4th January, 1911, the general editors assert, 
doubt truly, that Dr. Skinner had told them that had ex- 
amined this work. this statement Dr. Skinner’s true 
—and far work concerned there are expressions 
his Genesis which lend some confirmation not 
see how anybody can suppose that Dr. Skinner did not intend 
deceive. According his own account, knew the truth 
but chose make statements that were untrue. did not 
intend deceive acting thus, what did intend do? 

Unhappily his offense continuing offense, for every 
fresh reader his book likely deceived unless 
has had warning aliunde, and neither Dr. Skinner 
general editors can ignorant this. If, therefore, there 
were intention deceive, the book would long since have 
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been called in. Old Testament Studies have indeed come 
pretty pass when theological professors and principals can 
behave these men have been doing; but obviously matters 
cannot continue thus. position fact impossible and 
must shortly recognized so. men occupying such 
positions wilfully and persistently give currency false state. 
ments which they could not support the witness-box 
out committing perjury, they must the long run prove the 


most efficient means destroying the theories they support, 
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ARTICLE VII. 


THE PURPOSE THE BOOK RUTH. 
PROFESSOR LOUIS WOLFENSON, MADISON, WISCONSIN. 


purpose the Book Ruth depends largely the 
time composition. Many views its purpose have been 
proposed. All these, practically, are intrinsically impossi- 
ble other grounds besides that date. the purpose 
the present article show this for number the most 
widely accepted views. Most the recent views the pur- 
pose have basis late date composition. article 
the present author the July, 1911, number the Amer- 
ican Journal Semitic Languages, entitled The Character, 
Contents, and Date Ruth,” was shown that the assump- 
tion late date rests upon: (1) the opening words the 
book, and the quiet and peace which pervade it, but which 
are supposedly incongruous with the age the Judges and 
early date composition; (2) the genealogy iv. 
22, which the style the Priestly Code, and hence late; 
(3) the passage iv. relating what was customary for- 
Israel (4) the place Ruth among the Hagi- 
ographa, last division the Hebrew Bible, the Jewish 
arrangement; and (5) the language the book, which 
supposed late and Aramaic. was pointed out that 
the first four these grounds can most satisfactorily ex- 
plained with early date, and that the one word which has 
been considered irrefutably late, therefore (i. 13), must 


Hebrew this meaning. five grounds for late date 
are refuted. 
Vol. LXIX. No, 274. 
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the other hand, was shown: (1) that the language 
the book early; (2) that the graphic peculiarities are 
early; (3) that the internal evidence proves, conclusively, 
early date, since there mention the Passover fes- 
tival the time the barley harvest, (b) the manner 
conducting the harvest contrary Deut. xxiv. 19, hence 
pre-Deuteronomistic and early, (c) the lack mention 
Shebhu‘oth, Pentecost, the conclusion the harvest, 
likewise early, the acquirement Ruth property 
iv. again is, indeed, confined 
the most early times,— and the absence objection 
intermarriage between Hebrew and Moabitess con- 
clusively early. All this, together with the vigor and 
consummate art the book, compels adopt pre- 
Deuteronomistic date. 

Lastly, was shown that Ruth was originally 
the early Judaic popular David-Bethlehem stories, and 
stood the JE-history before the account Samuel. 
account its relation King David, was made in- 
dependent book, and then underwent number changes 
the hands the redactors and (R4 and RP), there 
being added iv. “to keep alive the name the dead 
his estate,” and iv. 10, the foregoing plus that the 
name the dead not cut off from among his brethren 
and from the gate his people.” Finally, the genealogy iv. 
18-22, which exactly similar those the Priestly Code 
the Pentateuch, later addition every point, 
therefore, the Book Ruth shown early date. 

With early date for the book, the question its pur- 
pose practically answers itself. Traces Deuteronomistic 
editing practically prove that Ruth was once part the 
early Hebrew history The story Ruth must, thus, 
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have been one number stories about Bethlehem and 
the family David. The purpose the book is, therefore, 
not all different from that any other history. 

There has, however, been considerable number schol- 
ars who have considered our book fiction founded 
perhaps some old legend, but none the less fiction. 
evidence this the names the book are cited. Thus the 
Hebrew words for Naomi, Mahlon, Kilion, Orpah, and even 
Ruth and Boaz, are supposed fictitious names formed 
the writer illustrate the characters his story. Very 
many have thought the names Mahlon and Kilion, which are 
supposed mean (from the root chalah) and 
(from the root allude the early 
death the sons thus named. Ruth has been variously ex- 
plained for i.e. female friend,” from the Hebrew 
root ra‘ah, (since the foregoing assumes the loss the 
consonant ‘ayin, and this not usual phenomenon) 


from the root rawah, hence she who satis- 


“es 


Boaz has been explained equal ‘oz, i.e. 
him strength,” contrast Mahlon and Kilion. But 
there proof necessity that these were the meanings 
the names.* the case Boaz and Ruth, the etymolo- 
gies and explanations given above are quite impossible. The 
real meaning and derivation ancient names very diffi- 
cult ascertain, and the idea that these names are fictitious 
entirely unfounded. and Orelli, also, have consid- 
ered the names authentic and the characters historic. Re- 
cently Stucken,* followed and has 
thought Ruth mythological legend applied the 
history David’s ancestors. especially has at- 
tempted work out the theory that Ruth representation 
Tamar (Gen. xxxviii.) and that the other char- 
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acters are mythological impersonations. Even Naomj 
under the name Mara’ (i. Marah, Winckler has 
managed see mythological personage, representation 
Tamar, saying that Marah Marath was not the or- 
iginal name, but similar form the imperfect, 
which, according him, the usual Old Testament name 
Ishtar. means various manipulations letters 
and names, Winckler has read complete system mythol- 
ogy into the book. But that these manipulations and iden- 
tifications are true requires much imagination believe 
Winckler exercised making them. Professor Haupt 
his interpretation rejected the attempt see 
any mythology the 

Indeed, the book were bottom nothing but myth, 
none the manifold purposes for which 
have believed the book have been written would possi- 
ble, since mere fiction would have had little weight 
‘or effect the practical-minded Hebrews. excellent 
summary many ‘the views the purpose Ruth will 
found Reuss’s History the Scriptures the Old 
desired take here the most im- 
portant and recent the views advanced and point out the 
reasons for their untenability, and particularly with re- 
gard the view which sees Ruth protest against the 
rigor Ezra and Nehemiah the matter marriage. 

and advanced the theory that 
Ruth was written inculcate the duty the levirate mar- 
riage showing the happy results which followed Boaz’ 
marriage with Ruth. Such purpose is, however, quite im- 
possible, since not only this marriage not 
marriage, brother-in-law marriage, but not even 
Niyoga marriage, one with the next-of-kin raise seed 


| 
| 
| 
| 
4 
Hy 
Hy 
| 
if 
i! 
} 
| 
Wy 


Purpose the Book Ruth. 333 
seed the dead husband Ruth, nor yet 
The only institutions which reference made our book 
are the ancient customs redemption estate rela- 
tives, and the inheritance women property, which make 
incumbent upon the heir redeemer the property 
accept wife, otherwise provide for, the wife (or wives) 
the dead relative. the right and obligation the 
redeemer upon which the story Ruth not the 
levirate. 

Reuss believed that the book was written after the 
fall Samaria, and had for its purpose the furtherance 
reunion the remnants the Northern Kingdom left 
behind Ephraim, with the Southern Kingdom, show- 
ing that there could patriotic objections reunion 
the part the Ephraimites, the Davidic dynasty 
the South was really The connection with 
Ephraim came about, according Reuss, through Elimelech 
and his sons Mahlon and Kilion, who were Ephrathites (i. 
2)= Ephraimites. Now Ruth was Mahlon’s wife, and when 
she became the wife Boaz, the offspring this marriage, 
Obed, was not alone heir, through Boaz, Judah, but was 
also, legally, through Mahlon, the successor heir 
nachfolger) Ephraimite; and thus the descendants 
Obed, the sons Jesse, the dynasty David, are really 
Ephraimitic. 

The first and chief reason why Reuss’s theory impossi- 
ble because Ephrathites (i. does not mean Ephraimites: 
merely coincidence that the Hebrew Ephrathite the 
nomen the noun Ephrathah well the 
noun Ephraim. Ruth here, Ephrathite intended (cf. 
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Ephrathah, iv. 11). this, the basis Reuss’s view 
withdrawn, has been pointed out number 

Secondly, even were true that Ephrathite 
mite, would still impossible that Ruth should have been 
written pave the way for reunion the two kingdoms 
showing that there could objection the part 
the Ephraimites. Such objection would still exist. Reuss 
his explanation represents the objection the part 
the Ephraimites due the fact that the Davidic house 
was foreign one with legal claim to, connection 
with, Ephraim. Ruth shows, says Reuss, that this dynasty 
was, through its ancestor Obed, not alone the natural heir 
Judah, but the legal successor Mahlon, Ephraimite. 
But this gives the Southern dynasty only legal title; and 
legal claim the house David always had, since originally 
the Northern Kingdom was just much part Israel 
the Southern. The Northern state revolting from the United 
Kingdom did not destroy the legal title the Davidic house. 
Consequently, the Book Ruth could not have removed 
the objections the Ephraimites, granting they had any 
that time, and even granting Ephrathite Ephraimite. 

Thirdly, still admitting the foregoing, nobody from read- 
ing the book would ever suspect what the object the 
author was. Orelli has very justly The political 
author would have concealed its purpose effectually that 
scarcely anybody could have discovered view 
has accordingly been rejected all sides. 

The view Ludwig that booklet 
Ruth, for purposes edification and apparently manner 
freely imaginative, depicts how Jahwe deprives woman, 
Naomi, all hope, how she bows herself His will, and 
then how God answers all her prayers and repays her God- 
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fearing resignation even with rather hom- 
iletical interpretation than the statement purpose the 
book. common with the old theologico-homiletical views that 
Ruth was written for moral purposes (to show the piety 
Ruth and power Yahweh, furnish example 
the proper behavior mothers- and daughters-in-law toward 
each statement what the book contains 
from our book than scientific statement the possible 
purpose it. 

Wellhausen saw Ruth fiction tracing the descent 
David heathen proselyte, the manner which 
the Talmud there marked predilection for tracing the 
descent the most notable Jewish families from heathen 
proselytes, manifesting itself considering the most famous 
Scribes and Rabbis descendants Sisera, Sennacherib, 
ever, Wellhausen saw only theoretic interest history 
upon which the view discussed below (6.) founded. 
Wellhausen’s theory has failed convince any one but him- 
self, seems. cannot shown that the tendency the 
Talmud trace the origin Jewish families heathen 
proselytes existed previous the Talmudic age (at least the 
century The Talmudic tendency must have had 
its origin the undoubted fact that the early Hebrews were 
mixed race, and that many heathens became converted and 
entered “the congregation the Lord.” This the Rabbis 
knew, and such book Ruth kept the knowledge alive. 
Thus the tendency may have arisen; but the Book Ruth 
rather foundation for than illustration the 
practice. 
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view the purpose Ruth that has frequently been 
propounded that was written give some details Da- 
vid’s origin and family addition what given First 
Samuel. Such information the genealogy (iv. 18-22) 
supposed supply. But this passage may shown 
later addition, and must regarded. The Book Ruth 
originally written gave very little information Da- 
vid’s origin and family, for scarcely mentions David 
Even with the genealogy the amount information 
given about David and his immediate family very 
cannot, therefore, believe that the book was written 
separate composition for the purpose shedding light 
David’s 

The theory that has recent years found the widest 
acceptance the one which makes the Book Ruth po- 
lemic protest against the rigor the reform Ezra and 
Nehemiah the matter intermarriage Jews with for- 
eign The view found stated Geiger’s Ur- 
(1857), pp. ff.; involves date composition 
late the time Ezra and Nehemiah. The dating alone 
makes this theory quite but for other reasons 
well may shown untenable. view the wide 
prevalence the theory present, statement the most 
important objections it, apart from the fundamental im- 
possibility the ground its date, seems advisable. 

Ruth had been written the opponents Ezra and 
Nehemiah favor liberality the matter intermar- 
riage, one would expect the purpose appear from the 
book. But one could tell from the story that its purpose 
such claimed. Orelli’s criticism Reuss’s view 
the object Ruth applies equally well, mutatis mutandis, 
this theory: “The author would have concealed its 
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purpose effectually that scarcely anybody could discover 
Ludwig has also pointed out that the view 
that the book polemical pamphlet impossible because 
trace polemics appears it. Professor like- 
wise, saw the objection “that there absolutely indica- 
tion polemics the book.” this replies that 
polemic Tendenz should not too coarse-fibered and 
obtrusive. Professor Bewer, also, replied this very perti- 
nent objection that the absence polemics might very well 
evidence supreme art. The book would thus all the 
more convincing.” These answers, however, not refuta- 
tion, nor even answer the objection. work polem- 
ical, its object cannot too obtrusive. Anything tending 
make the position the author more secure, and that his 
opponent less forceful impossible, not only unobjection- 
able polemic, but prime necessity. one writes 
pamphlet telling most charming story, may supreme 
art”; but the story has absolutely bearing certain 
vital issue, bearing remote that even the sharpest in- 
tellects have difficulty seeing any connection, what use 
same, too, true the the Tendenz not 
the book, how can any one expected influenced it? 

The advocates this theory, however, point certain 
features which are supposed indicate the bearing the 
Book Ruth the question intermarriage. Bertholet 
and draw attention the repeated reference 
Ruth “the Moabitess,” (i. 22; ii. 21; 
iv. 10), and that she herself speaks herself 
nokhriyah (ii. 10.), which supposed un- 
usual emphasis the fact that Ruth was Moabitess and 
Now this stranger, the Moabitess, attains ex- 
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alted position Israel becoming the mother Obed, the 
grandfather King David. That stranger should attain 
high honor Israel said have been due the 
blessing Yahweh. From this, argued, the inference 
drawn that Yahweh did not curse every 
with foreign woman, and hence such marriages are per- 
missible. this consists the the book, and be- 
cause this believed that Ruth was written the time 
Ezra and Nehemiah, when the question intermarriage 
was being adjusted. 

The assumption the foregoing basis is, be- 
lieve, entirely unjustified. will observed that the assump- 
tion based upon the occurrence “the Moabitess” six 
times and stranger once, applied Ruth. This 
means undue emphasis the fact Ruth’s foreign origin, 
and not even frequent reference this circumstance 
least not frequent enough justify the conclusion that the 
happy outcome this one marriage construed 
argument for other marriages the same sort, and hence 
And, furthermore, when the text the passages 
concerned critically examined, develops that the six oc- 
twice shown gloss (ii. 21) the ancient versions 
fact that has thus far escaped notice not been suf- 
ficiently This leaves but four cases which 
the word genuinely used, that there undue en- 
phasis laid upon the fact that Ruth Moabitess, each 
these instances the adjective necessary the thought. 
Nokhriyah, (ii. 10), too, lays undue stress 
Ruth’s being foreigner, since, the context which 
the word used, the sense rather that stranger, un- 


known person’ sense which preserves the more original 
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meaning the word **), the next verse, “It hath fully 


showed me,” etc., proves. 


state affairs there seems justification for 
the Only those who are looking for some 
ground for unlikely theory could elaborate ulterior mo- 
tive from the few and necessary descriptions Ruth. 
Orelli right saying: The naive simplicity and grace 
the narrative refute the hypothesis mere 
and didactic composition. 

However, even should grant that there may some 
Tendenz the Book Ruth, there not, would still 
impossible suppose the account have been written 
protest against the rigor Ezra and 
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polemic advocating liberality the matter intermarriage. 
How could one reasonably argue that because particular 
intermarriage resulted blessing all concerned, such 
marriages were general permissible? The exception only 
proves the rule; and nobody could thus legitimately argue 
from case, and that, too, one that occurred under widely 
different conditions and circumstances. What was common 
practice and permissible the time the Judges was later 
forbidden; and argue that because that time Yahweh 
blessed one such marriage, even though were the ancestors 
King David, foreign marriages any time, and particu- 
larly the time Ezra and Nehemiah, were permissible, 
would have been most illogical and unconvincing. Moreover, 
the number such marriages with non-Hebrew women was 
the early time, and cite the case the happy 
marriage Ruth and Boaz, who lived long before even 
David (through whom was that Ruth and Boaz receive 
their importance), when David and Solomon and many 
others had foreign wives still later times and were cen- 
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sured would have had much effect the mind 
the people the times Ezra and Nehemiah 
would have now, i.e. none all. This theory the pur- 
pose the book illogical and hence untenable. 

The proof the utter lack cogency the argument 
lies the fact that the people themselves who, the time 
Ezra and Nehemiah, had taken foreign women wife, never 
denied that they had done wrong: they once admitted this, 
and agreed put away their foreign Those who 
clung their wives did spite their knowledge that 
their marriage with foreign women was not permissible 
justifiable, and without, indeed, trying justify their course 
action. There was really person who did not feel the 
logic Ezra’s 

The reasons for this will clear from consideration 
the circumstances Judea that time. They were 
peculiar nature. The community Jerusalem had just 
turned from the Captivity and become again established, and 
they were few If, now, many the people 
intermarried with foreign women, meant the extinction 
the nation and second and third generation 
would longer Hebrews (Jews), but Ashdodites, Am- 
monites, and The feeling this time was in- 
tense, and immediate action was imperative the nation, 
race, and religion were preserved. Forceful measures 
were adopted compel the priests and people abandon 
their foreign This action had its effect. The 
loyal Hebrews (Jews) clung their race and their God, 
and the people survived this day. 

Are now suppose that the very few bolder and pow- 
erful men, who, this juncture, were traitors the cause 
Yahweh and chose cling their wives foreign race 
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rather than their people and God, adopted the feeble 
method writing causing written story ancient 
Book Ruth? Could any composition, 
matter how forceful, have had any effect against the vigor- 
ous policy Ezra and Nehemiah? And are suppose 
that the Book Ruth, which most contains seven refer- 
ences the fact that Ruth was foreign woman and says 
not word favor such marriages are suppose 
that this book was written protest against Ezra and 
Nehemiah 

The theory, therefore, that Ruth was written cam- 
paign pamphlet seems reduce itself 
absurdity (reductio absurdum), and would, thus, 
out, the theory involves late date, which renders hors 
combat. Lastly, written according the theory, seems 
most certain that the book would never have been included 
the Hebrew scriptures. The memory its purpose could 
not have died out, since the Scribes and Rabbis were the di- 
rect heirs the traditions Ezra and Nehemiah; and since 
they, later, determined which books should considered 
sacred, they would surely have rejected Ruth. 

There is, accordingly, acceptable theory the purpose 
our book which has thus far been proposed. has, 
fact, set purpose any more than any other historical nar- 
rative. Moreover, Ruth was originally part the great 
need look for purpose our book beyond that which 
any episode history has. 
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*Cf. author’s article, American Journal Semitic Languages 
July, 1911, pp. 298, 299. 

the Syriac form the name, 

may have meant Weakness but that 
referred the early death the son named not neces. 
sary conclusion. the other hand, probably meant 
“Consumption.” The root kalah means ‘to end, complete,’ and 
for the meaning. may have referred the fulfillment 
vow the like, and have been usual Hebrew 
Haupt has pointed out the author that Kilion may mean 
fection” (like comparing Tikhlah, ete. With regard 
Mahlon, Sickness,” Dr, Haupt questions whether mother would 
apt name her child thus, would bad omen. 
has also pointed out that Mahlon may connected with 
and Syriac means ‘sweet,’ hhaliya, 
mahhli, ete. This would make Mahlon mean Sweet,” 
Sweetness,” cf. the present applied children 
term endearment. 

110. 

Forschungen, vol. part Rut, pp. 
ef. Schrader, Die Keilinschriften und das Alte Testament (3d ed. 
Berlin, 1903), 229, 

the Old Test. Seminary the Johns Hopkins University, 

Zimmern (Schrader, op. cit., very moderately states 
that the figures the biblical patriarchal history, may 
direct reflexes (directe Nachwirkung) Babylonian gods, and 
that Ruth, among other personages, may back the Babylonian 
Ishtar some features (einzelne Ziige) with more less proba- 
Stucken and Winckler’s far-reaching assumptions assertions 
(sehr weitgehende Aufstellungen, 1), Zimmern does not seem 
consider the whole subject more than possibility; his reserve 
entering upon presentation the various features (ohne 
desselben einzutreten) may fairly taken 
indication his position this subject, and that saw 
“less (weniger Wahrscheinlichkeit) the case 
Ruth. 
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der heiligen Schriften des Alten Testaments (2d 


ed.), sect. 

pp. 2331 ff. 

Hebreorum Leviratu 1835). 

believes Driver, Literature the Old Testament (10th ed.), 
455 and note Reuss, Geschichte heil. Schrift. 
314, below, rightly saw that there levirate nor Niyoga the 
book. 

iv. 10, and are the passages upon hich the view 
levirate marriage founded. But iv. 10, the reference 
idea. 

chaps. and iv. acquirement Ruth property 
chap. represents ancient custom essentially identical with 
the old custom, against which practice Qoran iv. 23. 
aimed. 

eg., Bertholet, Commentary Ruth, Introd., 51, 1); 
Nowack, Commentary, 183, 

(2d ed.), vol. xiii. 142; ef. 
ed. (1906), 267: “Der politische Author seine Absicht 
gut versteckt, dasz sie kaum jemand herausfinden mochte.” 

Theol. Tijdschrift, 1904, 472. His words are: “Das 
Biichlein Ruth stellt erbaulicher Absicht und wahrscheinlich 
vielfach freierfundener Weise dar, wie Jahwe einer Frau Naemi 
alle Hoffnung nimmt, wie diese unter seine Hand beugt, 
und wie dann alle ihre Wiinsche erfiillt und sie fiir ihre 
gottes-fiirchtige Ergebung sogar mit Gliicke belohnt.” 

latter view that Noldenhawer, cited Reuss, Gesch- 
ichte Schrift. (2d ed.), 318; ef. idem for other similar 

Bleek-Wellhausen, Einleitung (4th ed.), 205. 

examples this, see Babylonian Sanhedrin, Pereq 

“hidden purpose, tendency; ulterior motive, tendency 
certain purpose.” 

1857, pp. ff. 

*P. Lagarde, Orientalia (Géttingen, 1880), vol. 41, says 
that the statement iv. 18, viz. Now these are the generations 
Perez,” shows that the author Ruth intended indicate that the 
house David was equivalent that Aaron. This reveals 
purpose aggrandize the house David. Cf. also the theory ad- 
vanced Lagarde Mittheilung (Géttingen, 1891), vol. iv. 
313, below. 
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author’s art., 291-300. 

Teyler’s Theol. Tijds., 1904, part ii. pp. 458 ff. 

Am. Jour, Sem. Languages, April, 1904, 205, below. 

(5th ed.), 159, sect. 22, note. 

Com. Ruth. 52. 

these two cases the word hammo’abhiyah, “the Moabitess,” 
quite out place the Hebrew, not necessary the 
and, knowing the weakness scribes for adding epithets 
and details the basis cases where there necessity for 
them, there can doubt that hammo’abhiyah 
similar gloss, not noted recently, hashshabhah, which 
(i. likewise bisadheh mo’abh, “in the country Moab” (i,6), 
such gloss, believe. 

Art. “Ruth,” (3d ed.), 267: “Gegen die Annahme 
einer blossen Tendenz- und sich die 
Einfalt und Anmut der 

(David); Kings xi, 1ff. (Solomon), 

12. 

not all against this, the son Joiada 
undoubtedly clung his alliance for personal and political ambi- 
tion. 

ix. 

“Ezra ix. 14f. 

xiii. 23, 24. 

9-44; Neh. xiii. 24f., 28, 30. 

“The theory Winckler and Cheyne that Ruth mere myth, 
and yet was written protest against the rigorous policy 
Ezra and Nehemiah, seems singularly impossible when viewed 
the light the real events this period. 

“Cf. author’s art., pp. 298 ff. 


if 
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ARTICLE 


CRITICAL NOTE. 
THE NEGEB EXODUS. 


Tue use the word Negeb, for south” chapters 
Exodus has long been crux, since the word 
properly means the dry land the south Judah, and this 
was not the south the Israelites the wilderness. 
Robertson Smith emphatically put it: Moses could more 
call the south side the side the tabernacle than 
Glasgow man could say that the sun set over 
Weiss his recent edition Exodus? says, with reason, 
that xxvi. the word gloss, but does not into 
the evidence for the matter. find that the LXX presents 
some striking phenomena some the relevant passages, 
and seems desirable draw attention these. The 
final solution the problem cannot reached until more 
study has been devoted the textual history the conclud- 
ing chapters Exodus, but think that this likely 
helped calling notice the singularities that have special 
reference our difficulty. 

There are five passages which the Massoretic text pre- 
sents with the word; viz. xxvi. with the recapitulatory 
passage xxxvi. 23, xxvii. with its recapitulatory passage 
and finally xl. (LXX 22). The last these 
passages does not for special mention, the LXX does 
not differ from the Massoretic text, and attention will there- 
fore concentrated the other four. 

must first noticed that all four cases the Massoretic 
text presents not with one word denote direction, but 
with two, “the south side, southward,” etc. all these 


*The Old Testament the Jewish Church (2d ed.), 326. For 
the contrary view, see the Bibliotheca Sacra, vol. lv. (1898) 524. 


*Das Buch Exodus und Graz und Wien. 1911. 
Vol. LXIX. No. 274. 
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cases the first word only Negeb, the second being the 
ceptionable The tautology is, course, strongly 
favor the gloss theory. And supported the fact 
that three instances the LXX clearly had only one word, 
while the fourth passage (xxxvi. 23) missing altogether 
from the pre-Hexaplar Greek. But this not all. 

Exodus xxvi. 18, 20, 22, the Massoretic text has the 
order south, north, west. Not the LXX. has north, 
south, west (though there some weak authority obviously 
influenced the present Hebrew for the Massoretic order). 
Further, uses, for south,” i.e. its rendering 
for verse the same chapter, where even the He- 
brew does not read Negeb. Hence seems that the view 
Weiss here strongly supported the Greek evidence. 

the other two passages the facts are more complicated, 
While this makes them harder interpret certainly adds 
the interest. chapter xxvii. convenient conspectus the 
important facts may given follows 


MASSORETIC SEPTUAGINT. 


being used), and 
four cursives. 
(2) 
ward side, M(mar- 
gin) and about five 
cursives. 
(3) south- 
ward 
M(text), and the 
great majority 
Septuagintal author- 


ities. 
Ex. xxvii. 11. the northward (1) 
side. ward side 


being used), 
(margin), and three 
cursives. 

(2) the 
(text), and almost 
all the other author- 
ities. 
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| 
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TEXT. SEPTUAGINT. 
12. the westward the westward 
side. 
side, orient-wards. ward side 


and number cur- 

sives. 

(2) east- 

ward side 

M(text), and 

almost 
ties. 


appreciate these facts fully will necessary have 
regard the evidence the recapitulatory but cer- 
tain phenomena may noted once. Only the case 
verse there complete agreement. the other verses the 
LXX divided against itself. and the text together 
with the great majority the authorities, clearly represent 
Hebrew that differed from the Massoretic text only 
having one expression, instead two, for south verse 
and for east verse 13. therefore, they testify the 
fact that the Massoretic text glossed, they not other- 
wise assist recover the original order the LXX. 
turn from them the best MS., find that the 
four quarters, two (verses and 13) are south, and the north 
entirely missing. Further, two words are used for south, 
verse and verse 13. Obviously there must 
originally have been north,” and one other these two 
words has replaced the earlier text. Which the two it? 
The answer clear for three reasons: (1) verse B’s 
may accommodation the later Hebrew, but 
rupt the earlier verse; (2) has been preserved 
some good authorities the original reading verse and 
(3) the presumption favor the original translators 
having used the same word the other passages 
these chapters rather than Hence may infer that the 
original LXX had north, east, west, south. should further 
far more likely the original text the LXX than the 
common 
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Much this receives striking confirmation from the phe- 
nomena presented 9-13 (in the LXX 
11). The material words the Massoretic text are the same 
the earlier passage, but the best LXX text has 
wards,” being used, but M(text) and many 
have verse has two clauses the earlier 
wards,” the second “southwards,” being used. The 
second clause is, however, omitted and many other 
MSS. verse has with very weak evidence 
for should added that old Latin copy reads 
“north” verse “east” verse 10, and west” 
verse 11. 

think that the five quarters this passage afford corrob- 
orative evidence that the original Septuagintal text chapter 
xxvii. knew nothing the Negeb. The order was different, 
and, alike for east and south, found only one word its 
Hebrew. the latter respect indubitably had purer He- 
brew text than our Massoretic text. Whether its order 
the four quarters the more original subject which 
not prepared offer opinion. And with respect 
its text xxxvii. seems that judgment must sus- 
pended until the whole problem the text the concluding 
chapters Exodus has been thoroughly investigated. 

WIENER. 
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ARTICLE 


WITH DR. GORDON. 


FROM DR. GORDON. 


PRESBYTERIAN COLLEGE, 

Aug. 25, 1911. 
the the Bibliotheca Sacra.” 

Dear 

have just read the correspondence your July number, 
arising out review Dr. Skinner’s Genesis.” have 
desire enter into the controversy further than disclaim 
Mr. Wiener’s suggestion that have been either deceived 
Dr. Skinner regard the questions under 
dispute. have long been familiar with the critical problem, 
and written not little the subject. the recent assaults 
the prevalent hypothesis have given very considerable 
attention. When wrote review Dr. Skinner’s book 
was perfectly familiar with the articles and others 
the Times. Since reading the correspondence, 
have refreshed knowledge argument, and 
still fail see how violent cutting the knot can 
held solve problem which involves very much more than 
mere alternation the Divine names Genesis. 
critical principles, indeed, one might prove disprove any 
given hypothesis will. The modern commentator 
has such mass really important matter deal 
with, that may surely permitted pass over silence 
“evidence that seems him have vital bearing the 
case, without being compelled face charges suppres- 
sion facts, suggestion falsehood, ignoring arguments.” 

shall glad you insert this disclaimer some forth- 
coming number the SACRA. 

Yours faithfully, 


GORDON. 
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FROM MR. 


the courtesy the editor have been able see Dr. 
Gordon’s letter before its publication. need only point 
that leaves charges absolutely untouched. never 
cused Dr. Skinner deceit for not mentioning 
charged him with deceit for having represented 
his readers (1) that there were not more than variants 
Genesis, and (2) that the Septuagintal variants could all 
due causes when his knowledge both 
these representations were false. Dr. Gordon prepared 
say that disbelieved Dr. Skinner’s representations 
these points when read them, then was neither misled 
nor deceived: but (as think his article proves) 
fact believed them, then fear was deceived. But this 
much should like opinion Dr. Gordon was 
entitled suppose that Dr. Skinner was telling the truth, the 
whole truth, and nothing but the truth: and scarcely 
say that far from thinking that Dr. Gordon’s acting this 
supposition any way casts slur him was the natural 
thing for him without troubling the time 
Gordon was manifestly honest and competent writer 
the subject that felt compelled take action the matter. 
Dr. Gordon’s honesty and competence are the measure Dr. 
Skinner’s intellectual dishonesty. 

take this opportunity reminding Dr. Gordon that 
spite “the very considerable attention” has given 
“recent assaults the prevalent hypothesis,” neither nor 
anybody else has yet ventured deal with the other points 
made Expositor reply original date 
Gen. 19, the practice non-sacrificial slaughter Israel 
long before the various critical dates for Deuteronomy, and 
the inability Wellhausen and his followers distinguish 
between mound and house the basis the prevalent 
reconstruction the history. 

WIENER. 

September, 1911. 
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FROM DR. GORDON. 


PRESBYTERIAN COLLEGE, 
Sept. 21, 1911. 
The Bibliotheca Sacra. 
Dear 

obliged you for your kindness sending 
copy Mr. Wiener’s letter before publication. cannot how- 
ever allow “honesty” made the measure Dr. 
Skinner’s dishonesty.” the matter question, both 
occupy the common ground scholarship. said before, 
the modern commentator has such mass really important 
matter deal with, that must necessarily exercise wise 
discretion. This applies his citation variants from the 
Versions well references literary authorities. Some 
these are valuable: but many more are mere phenomena 
greater less interest. The latter group the textual critic 
will pass over without any necessary mention. Dr. Skinner 
has cited the Septuagintal variants Genesis registered 
careful students the Septuagint Redpath and 
Eerdmans. Mr. Wiener adduces further enormous num- 
ber passages,” where some Septuagintal authority differs 
from the ordinary LXX. reading.” Dr. Skinner does not 
recognise these latter variants authenticated 
important enter into the question. arriving that 
one who urges the importance the whole 
list. The question really one opinion, critical judg- 
ment, not And one cannot but regret that Mr. 
Wiener continues press his charges against simple, sin- 
cere, and absolutely candid man Dr. Skinner. 

Yours faithfully, 
ALEX. 


FROM MR. WIENER. 


have carefully read Dr. Gordon’s letter, but fail see 
that has single word say with regard the other 
points made against him the unable 


| 
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produce any reply all? does think 
whether the results the Wellhausen school are correct 
within thousand years so, and whether not their main 
theory rests nothing more substantial than their inability 
distinguish between mound and house? 


Turning the question Dr. Skinner everybody must 
sympathise with the motives that prompt Dr. Gordon, but 
such sympathy must not allow condone deliberate 
tempt deceive the public. former reply pointed 
out that had “charged Dr. Skinner with deceit for having 
represented his readers (1) that there were not more than 
variants Genesis, and (2) that the Septuagintal variants 
could all due intra-Greek causes when his knowledge 
both these representations were false.” the second point 
Dr. Gordon says nothing all. therefore challenge him 
answer the following direct question with plain aye” 
“no”: (a) Did believe Dr. Skinner’s representations 
the point when read them? did believe them, then 
was deceived, for deceive only means procure in- 
nocent person believe representation which false the 
knowledge the person who procures the belief. 


the first point however Dr. Gordon attempts argue 
the question. According him Dr. Skinner does not recog- 
nise variants other than those registered Redpath Eerd- 
mans sufficiently authenticated important enter into 
the question.” That this untrue shown the fact that 
Dr. Skinner himself has another context actually adopted 
Syriac reading that not registered Redpath Eerd- 
mans. Next, even Dr. Skinner’s own general editor ob- 
serves, “neither Redpath’s nor Eerdmans’ list exact” 
[Driver, Genesis, 8th ed., XLIV, note]. Again Dr. Gor- 
don will read the contributions Redpath and Eerdmans, 
will see that neither them has used Lucian the evidence 
Field’s Hexapla the original readings the Septua- 
gint found Origen. Will venture say that any 
competent scholar could honestly reject either the one the 
other sufficiently authenticated Not 


i 
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again true say that “the question really one 
opinion critical judgment,” for Dr. Skinner put forward 
question fact. His argument was that while the facts 
adduced number writers whom was one, imported 
element uncertainty into the analysis, the significance 
the facts was greatly overrated. then alleged that far 
had observed attention was paid the proportion 
divergences agreements between LXX and M.T., that 
the Divine names occurred about 340 times Genesis, that 
the total deviations registered Redpath numbered while 
according Eerdmans they were i.e. little more than one- 
seventh the whole. then proceeded: “Is certain 
that that degree invalidates documentary 
analysis founded much larger field undisputed 
therefore challenge Dr. Gordon answer the 
following direct questions also with plain ‘aye’ ‘no’: 
(b) Did when read these representations believe (i) that 
the facts adduced the writers whom was one were lim- 
ited most passages Genesis; (ii) that had over- 
looked the proportion divergences agreements that 
Dr. Skinner had reasonable cause suppose that had over- 
looked it; and (iii) that save little more than one-seventh 
the whole number occurrences the readings were 
Dr. Gordon can answer questions (a) and (b) 
the negative, entitled say that cannot allow his 
honesty made the measure Dr. Skinner’s dishonesty 
but not otherwise. 

Two other points made Dr. Gordon must shortly no- 
ticed. says with truth that the modern commentator has 
such mass really important matter deal with that 
must exercise wise discretion. That however does not jus- 
tify him making false representations matter with 
which the exercise that wise discretion decides 
particular question, somebody were say ‘Ah, but look 
the mass things from among which had select topics 
for conversation’! Secondly Dr. Gordon calls Dr. Skinner 
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“simple, sincere and absolutely candid” and regrets that 
should continue press charges. Well, will tell him 
something experience. find that the Wellhausen 
theories are supported large number professors 
various parts the world, who have enormous power vir- 
tue their positions, the numbers their supporters and the 
extent which they and their control the general 
and technical press. That power used with the utmost 
scrupulousness prevent any opponent theirs from getting 
fair hearing and induce their pupils and the general pub- 
lic believe that their theories are unchallengeably true. 
There are many ways being dishonest, and general 
rule the Wellhausen critics use more caution than Dr. Skin- 
ner has done: but with few striking exceptions they fall 
far short the standards conduct observed honorable 
laymen does Dr. Skinner himself. result have been 
driven adopt the course that have followed this instance 
expose the methods which the Wellhausen theory main- 
tained. Dr. Gordon any other critic finds this plain 
statement fact unpalatable, the remedy for this state 
affairs lies his own hands. Let him take the works the 
conservative writers and tackle them honestly, grappling with 
each point turn, refuting admitting its validity pub- 
licly. Then and only then will have right pronounce 
opinion who not simple, sincere, and absolutely 
candid.” 

WIENER. 

INN, October, 1911. 


FROM DR. GORDON. 


PRESLYTERIAN COLLEGE, 
Nov. 18, 1911. 
The Bibliotheca Sacra. 
Dear 
receipt yours the 15th., enclosing Mr. Wie- 
ner’s rejoinder last letter. 
entered this controversy punely make 
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statement, must respectfully decline drawn into dis- 
cussion the general critical problem the Pentateuch. 
Further, have observe that the questions Mr. Wiener pro- 
pounds for are all based the gratuitous assumption that 
Dr. Skinner dishonest because happens differ from 
Mr. Wiener what considered valid evidence. They 
resolve themselves into this. Did believe Dr. Skin- 
ner telling the truth when was really ques- 
tion that can more answered simple Yes” 
“No” than the old subtlety the logic books, Have you 
left off beating your must content myself then 
with the general statement and with this the correspondence 
Dr. Skinner has, within the limits imposed his Commen- 
tary, given perfectly fair presentation the problems 
Genesis, including the relation between the Massoretic text 
and the Versions. Repeated study his work confirms 
the impression that has given all due consideration 
the brought forward Mr. Wiener, and has ap- 


praised them their true value. 
Yours faithfully, 
ALEX. 


FROM MR. WIENER. 


Every reader will able see for himself that Dr. Gor- 
don refuses answer plain straightforward questions, and 
this provides fresh example time public the 
methods which sought maintain the current critical 
theories. For myself confess that disappointed, but 
not the least surprised. Dr. Gordon’s methods can 
course make difference the triumph truth: but ap- 
pears that they reveal lamentable state affairs. 

For what are the questions about Dr. Skinner that Dr. Gor- 
don refuses answer response challenge? They 
are these:—(a) Did Dr. Gordon believe Dr. Skinner’s repre- 
sentations that the Septuagintal variants could all due 
when (Dr. Gordon) read them? 
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(b) Did Dr. Gordon when read Dr. Skinner’s represen- 
tations the number variants Genesis believe (i) that 
the facts adduced the writers whom was one were 
limited most passages Genesis, (ii) that had 
overlooked the proportion divergences agreements 
that Dr. Skinner had reasonable cause suppose that had 
overlooked it, and (iii) that save little more than one- 
seventh the whole number occurrences the readings were 
undisputed 

asked Dr. Gordon whether believed Dr. Skinner, noth- 
ing more: did not ask him whether believed Dr. Skinner 
telling the truth when was really lying: for Dr. Skin- 
ner’s mendacity had been put beyond all doubt the 
correspondence with the general editors: and the point 
issue with Dr. Gordon was simply whether the latter had be- 
lieved the statements which had been proved false and been 
deceived. Dr. Gordon’s only reply say effect can 
more answer ‘no’ questions whether believed 
Dr. Skinner’s statements when read them than can answer 
‘no’ the question Have you left off beating your 
mother?’” Qui est-ce qu’on trompe ici? 

Dr. Gordon has rendered very real service 
the cause truth making quite plain that dare not 
commit himself statement that believed Dr. Skinner. 
Whether has also rendered Dr. Skinner his general ed- 
itors any real service thercby question that not feel 
called upon discuss: and leave readers form their 
own judgments the fitness professors who act these 
critics have done entrusted with the education youth. 
Some things are too plain need emphasizing. 

should sorry lose this opportunity once more re- 
minding Dr. Gordon that has yet totally failed 
duce any reply the points put him over 
during the intervals leisure which was not engaged 
making personal statements. pointed out first 
communication those points are the original date Gen. 19, 
the practice non-sacrificial slaughter Israel long before 
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the various critical dates for Deuteronomy, and the inability 
Wellhausen and his followers distinguish between 
mound and house the basis the prevalent reconstruc- 
tion history. What shall said men who propagate 
views the correctness which within thousand years 
they are unable 
WIENER. 

INN, November, 1911. 
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ARTICLE 


NOTICES RECENT PUBLICATIONS, 


Hon. D.D. (St. Andrews); Hon. Canon Cum. 
brae Cathedral. 8vo. Pp. xv, 399. Edinburgh: and 
Clark; New York: Charles Scribner’s Sons. 

Within recent years Celtic studies have engaged the serious 
attention many able investigators, Continental well 
British, whose indefatigable labors have brought into full and 
closer view world long half-buried and otherwise dimly 
seen. The gain the general cause learning will 
incalculable. Indeed, already every department anthro- 
pological science has been enriched with contributions en- 
during worth through the careful investigation and study 
Celtic remains and survivals. 

Dr. MacCulloch’s book sets forth detail and orderly 
arrangement all the leading facts that have been ascertained 
regarding The Religion the Ancient and cannot 
fail interest the general reader well the special stu- 
dent. The author, Celt birth and experience, has writ- 
ten much kindred subjects and shows himself otherwise 
have been well qualified for the task has here per- 
formed. The work has, would seem, gained much worth 
and lost nothing scientific finish from having been writ- 
ten during long residence the Isle Skye, where the 
old language the people still survives, and where the genius 
loci speaks everywhere things remote and (Pref- 
ace, ix). 

The book made twenty-four chapters, all which 
are interesting and instructive but especially are those 
treating The Cult the Dead” (x.), River and Well 
(xii.), Tree and Plant Worship” (xiii.), “Ani- 
mal Worship” (xiv.), Prayer, and Divination” 
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(xxi.), and The State the Dead” (xxii.). The amount 
labor involved the preparation this volume may 
estimated part from the fact that Chapter XVI. (which 
may taken fairly the rest), dealing with 
Prayer, and contains about 180 ref- 
erences some eighty authors, ancient, and mod- 
ern. Such copiousness accurate and apposite reference 
makes the work invaluable for the student. should 
observed that now and then reference slightly inaccurate. 
Thus, Strabo, xii. (p. 161) should Strabo, xii. 
“Strabo, iv. (p. 235, last footnote) should 
“Strabo, iv. 5”; [B.G.] 27” (p. 216) should 
Cesar, B.G. 28.” 

Typographical errors are extremely few 
mostly the use accents and the hyphen. The mark in- 
terrogation has been dropped out the end line page 
16. page occurs Matres Campestrae” (for Ma- 
tres Magtured” occurs page 53, line 
but page 54, line (and elsewhere), 
footnote page the word Finntraga” bears 
acute accent its penult, but, footnote the following 
page, appears without the accent. page 74, line the 
word bears acute accent, but line circum- 
flex accent. page 301, line occurs this: Later 
writers But, the whole, the work has been 
printed with unusual accuracy. 

The author’s style is, general, well suited the exposi- 
tion his subject; but some his sentences betray mo- 
mentary lack accurate thinking. Thus, page 284 occurs 
this inquiry: Did conclude, was actually the 


case, that take the author meant make some 
such query this: Did merely conjecture, did 
actually know, that The author’s diction, also, 


peculiar times. page 182 says: “On inscriptions 
river name prefixed some divine epithet.” Does this 
mean: inscriptions some divine epithet prefixed 
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river name? Note also the use the word 
(?) page 115, line 26. 

Excellent this work many ways, has one 
ture, noticeable every page, which many readers will 
gard very serious extravagance the use 
conjecture. this, page 162, which select almost 
random, affords moderate illustration. this page the 
following words and phrases occur: probably lay 
claim” (1. 1), not likely give” (1. 3), were per- 
haps still (1. 6), may have been” (1. 7), points 
divine pretensions” (1. 12), “was 
13), perhaps Druids” (1. 16), perhaps one 
time” (1. 18), “may also have had” (1. 21), Probably be- 
fore cutting down the tree” 24), explain” 26, 
27). page 205 occurs this series conjectures: 
tree was perhaps cut down and burned; the oxen may have 
been incarnations god vegetation, the tree also may 
have been.” Sometimes the author bases one conjecture 
another thus, page 79: This probable, since the Gaul- 
ish god may have been form Dispater”; and again, 
page 114: they may have been supernatural folk, 
since their name perhaps derived from and 
they are now regarded mischievous fairies.” 

ALLISON DRAKE. 


for 


Westminster, Colorado. 


Tue SAMARITAN PENTATEUCH AND MODERN CRITICISM. 
the Rev. Pp. xxviii, 106. London: 
James Nisbet and Company, Ltd. 1911. 3s. 6d., net. 
Among the arguments favor the conservative view 

the Pentateuch, the problem the Samaritan Pentateuch 

occupies important place. well known that the Sa- 
maritans possess Pentateuch, written the old 
characters, and that this substantially identical with the 

Jewish five books Moses. obviously impossible 

for the Samaritans have received their Pentateuch from 

their inveterate foes, and this hostility can traced back 
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the time Ezra and Nehemiah, the question arises 
when they actually obtained their Pentateuch. If, according 
the Critical School, the Priests’ Code was being compiled 
and edited during and soon after the Exile, how was that 
the Samaritans had the Pentateuch complete this very 
These are some the questions raised the little 
hook before us, which commended Dr. Orr brief 
put valuable introduction. Mr. Munro claims the Samaritan 
Pentateuch witness the original Hebrew text, and this 
technical part his book will doubtless receive from scholars 
the attention demands and deserves. The more popular 
part which deals with the relation the Samaritan Penta- 
teuch the Mosaic origin the Pentateuch can appre- 
ciated all, and the author concludes that “there just 
much and just little possibility introducing new Koran 
among Mohammedans to-day there was introducing 
new Pentateuch the time Ezra” (p. 83). have 
watched carefully for some years past for thorough discus- 
sion the Samaritan Pentateuch from the critical point 
view, and hope that Mr. Munro’s book will compel some 
attention. Meanwhile heartily indorse his closing words, 
that “the rising tide evidence, philological, 
and historical, has swept away the dam erected with the ma- 
terials half-truths, and sometimes sheer 
want knowledge. The ocean-tide truth and will 
more out.” 

This essentially book placed among our witnesses 
the trustworthiness the Old Testament tradition. 


Pp. xii. 191. London: Rivingtons. 1911. 5s., net. 
The Warburton Lectures are English foundation in- 

tended support and confirm the Divine authority the 

Old Testament Scriptures. This book represents the Lec- 

tures for the year and the purpose present the 


course revelation the Hebrews dialectical process, 
Vol. LXIX. No. 274. 


362 Notices Recent Publications. [April 


which the questions are formulated ,by the experience 
successive generations, and the answers are given the 
prophets,” until length each dialogue ends with the 
question asked the last generation Jews and answered 
Jesus Christ. This the meaning the title the book, 
that Jesus Christ the goal the Law. With this object 
view, various great ideas like Providence, Personality, Sin, 
Atonement, Sacrifice, and Priesthood, are discussed the 
light the Old Testament and their fulfilment 
The Lectures are based entirely extreme critical view 
the Old and, Canon Glazebrook never gives 
his reasons, but simply takes the view for granted, im- 
possible argue the truth falsity his 
Generally speaking, holds that real revelation was 
granted Israel their emergence from Egypt, and 
was only very slow stages that the nation ascended into 
that higher realm which find associated with the later 
prophets. The first figure any reality that Moses, before 
whose time Canon Glazebrook can only speak “the dim 
region patriarchal legend” and picture which has 
been repainted many different hands” (p. 15). Jehovah 
was originally tribal God. There was continuous Provi- 
dence, doctrine the origin evil, and Providence 
for the individual (p. 18). new age said have dawned 
the ninth century, and Elijah and Elisha were the instru- 
ments loftier conception But even here 
are told “the story their lives confused legends” 
(p. 19). observe again that the view revelation 
“an eternal process question and answer” (p. 24). The 
last chapters Isaiah are dated the time Ezra, and are 
said mark rapid decline, with picture God once 
more “the Man War.” This due Trito-Isaiah; and 
the Psalter whole, representing the period from the 
return the second century, breathes the spirit 
that Trito-Isaiah (pp. 30, 31). the subject Provi- 
dence the Book Revelation, and not the gospel 
Christ, that trace back the eschatology the Mid- 
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dle Ages (p. 41). And are informed that even now 
the Christian church whole has not attained full 
acknowledgment God’s providence revealed Christ 
(p. 42). slow degrees Israel rose the true level 
thought about Personality, but only comparatively late 
that have any distinct idea this conception. And 
the hope immortality, was late the third century when 
that dawned upon the Jews. Canon Glazebrook has evidently 
not given consideration Dr. Sanday’s forcible criticism 
this point when reviewing The Cambridge Biblical Essays 
the Journal Theological Studies for January, 1910. How 
curious, too, told that while Israel stood before locked 
door knocking vain, Egypt, Greece, and Persia all held 
some doctrine immortality (p. 58). difficult, say 
the least, know why these nations should have been far 
advance one that usually regarded 
unique elements religious life and experience. Not even 
the New Testament satisfactory Canon Glazebrook, for 
read “the varying tradition the Synoptic Gospels 
regard the future life (p. 66), and also that St. Paul 
offers not system doctrine, but inspiring process 
conception.” When come study the important sub- 
ject Sin, find the modern view adopted which relegates 
the history Adam’s fall the region poetry, and speaks 
the strongest terms against the Augustinian theory ex- 
pressed the various Creeds and Confessions the churches. 
“The Church England better off than the rest, for 
her ninth Article involves all the main elements, the anti- 
quated ecclesiastical dogma” (p. 72). There scarcely any 
possibility arriving Jewish doctrine before the ninth 
eighth century B.c. (p. 75) and when inquire the 
cause Sin, earliest literary age Israel answers un- 
hesitatingly, ‘God alone the the story the hard- 
ening Pharaoh’s heart being the proof adduced for this. 
Eschatology, also, the New Testament has uniform 
message, for the Synoptic Gospels vary, and even St. Paul 
there are three stages belief (p. 113). After what has 
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been said, can easily understood that such vital 
jects Atonement, Sacrifice, and Priesthood, Canon Glaze. 
brook very far from what usually regarded the true 
interpretation Scripture language. Not only Psalm 
Maccabean, but the words the order Melchisedec” 
seein considered corruption, “as many scholars be- 
(p. 158). Everything thus judged Canon 
brook the light the great principle evolution, and 
results criticism are regarded certain when perfectly 
well known that they are open and uncertain ever. 
Dr. Sanday once remarked his Bampton Lectures par- 
ticular point Old Testament Criticism, not wise 
ignore the force opposing arguments, because very like 
the discovery large army the rear. are not sorry 
have the issues clearly defined they are the book now 
before us. only another proof that, Wellhausen says, 
the questions the Old Testament are not literary, but re- 
ligious. mere difference date, even author- 
ship, but religious and spiritual conceptions. recent 
the Mr. Stanley Cook warns 
against “insisting upon the Old Testament an,accurate 
trustworthy record the development Hebrew history and 
religion.” Canon Glazebrook’s book striking illustration 
the same tendency for, his book correct, then the Old 
Testament certainly most untrustworthy its account 
Israel’s history and religion. this question trustwor- 
thiness which the main problem to-day. Some few years 
ago Dr. Burney Oxford argued forcibly for the Mosaic 
date the Ten Commandments, and, commenting this, 
the editor the Expository Times remarked, that the Dec- 
alogue can shown come from Moses, from his age, 
the present critical position the early religion Israel will 
have abandoned. And Professor Sellin Vienna has 
expressed the opinion that would “timely for the mas- 
ters the Wellhausen school revise once for all their old 
copy books and text books, and admit the proposition: 
against the Mosaic religion the Decalogue and the Book 
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the Covenant reasonable ground can discovered.” 
All this either unknown to, has been ignored by, Canon 
Glazebrook, but must not expect others who are conver- 
sant with accept his view Israel’s though 
were beyond question. studied his book could 
not help wondering what Bishop Warburton would think 
could read these pages and find them absolute sur- 
render the very position for which founded the Lectures. 
Quite apart from any specific doctrine Divine Inspiration, 
maintain that Dr. Glazebrook’s view Israel’s religion 
unwarranted, both everything know from the Old 
Testament itself, and also reason ever-increasing 


THE MAKING THE BIBLE. DuNNING, D.D. 
12mo. Pp. 191. Boston, New York, Chicago: The Pil- 
grim Press. 1911. cents, net. 

The author this book, being critic himself, blindly 
accepts the Wellhausen theory the Old Testament, and 
through the Congregational Publishing Society imposes those 
views infallibly correct upon the unsophisticated religious 
public. another instance the blind leading the blind. 


Wuat THE TESTAMENT? Played out? 
Rev. ANDREW M.A., Rector Bally- 
money, Co. Cork. 8vo. Pp. xvi, 188. London: Marshall 
Brothers, Ltd. 

beautiful illustrated volume, discussing with great ability 
and rare skill: The Bearing Recent Oriental Discoveries 
Old Testament History”; “Some Peculiarities the 
The Ritual the Sacrifices”; Psalm CX. 
Psalm Certain Words the Book Daniel 
asserted the Critics Proof that was Composed 
Late Period”; The Cuneiform Records ,and the Fall 
Darius the Median and the Cyropedia Xeno- 
phon”; Nebuchadnezzar and the Book Daniel.” 

The maps and illustrations are admirably chosen, and the 
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whole work constitutes most important defense the 
torical character the Old Testament, and will prove 
equal value both the scholar and the popular reader, 
the chapter the crossing the Red Sea, however, 
think error following Naville fixing the place 
north the Bitter Lakes, rather than south them 
Scientific Confirmations Old Testament History, 
pp. 83-117). 


THE ANTIQUITY HEBREW WRITING AND LITERATURE; or, 
ZERBE, Ph.D., D.D., Professor Old Testament Criticism 
and Theology the Central Theological Seminary, Day- 
ton, Ohio. 8vo. Pp. xxiv, Cleveland, Ohio: Central 
Publishing House. 1911. $1.50. 

The name this book suggestive technicalities, and 
the author has, indeed, met every requirement for technical 
study the subject; but has written such fashion that 
what might have been very dry discussion has become 
charming narrative the whole literature the subject. 
The book interesting novel. 

The author has set the various opinions this subject be- 
fore the reader with the utmost simplicity and clearness, and 
with impartiality that most gratifying, and such 
orderly way give most comprehensive view. the 
same time his own opinion, though not obtrusive, clear. 
Specialists will find the book the facts and 
opinions from the earliest times the present the most 
convenient form for reference, the student who wishes infor- 
mation will scarcely find anywhere else within the same 
compass, and the general reader who only impressions 
will get correct ones. 

The sharp antagonism between two three distinct camps 
Old Testament scholars makes impossible for any man 
write this subject such way that his own views will 
have general acceptance. Professor Zerbe’s book will 
sharply criticized. inclination toward the acceptance 
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the Egyptian origin the alphabet will have many 
strong opponents, though the consensus both classical and 
modern authors, general, sustains his view. His optimism 
hoping mediate between traditionalism and modernism 
the interpretation Old Testament literature refreshing, 
even one cannot share it. 

Professor Zerbe not quite certain the origin He- 
brew writing and literature, state mind which most 
accurately reflects the existing knowledge the subject. 
Altogether this most satisfying book. 


Philadelphia, Pa. 


BEATITUDES AND THE Foston, 
M.A., D.Litt. Pp. 192. Boston and Chicago: The Pil- 
grim Press. 1911. 

The author calls this Study Methodic Interpreta- 
tion.” believes that the Beatitudes have peculiar sym- 
metry, and that, somehow other, expositors not seem 
have realized what high and exquisite form organic 
unity they compose.” The book marked genuine schol- 
ability and great spiritual and exegetical insight. 
comes from very thoughtful and close student Scripture. 
There freshness treatment which truly helpful, and 
whether follow the author every detail not, can- 
not help feeling that has shed definite light 
ture and relationship these sayings our Lord. have 
read the book with real enjoyment, and believe one 
that all Bible students should note. 


Pp. viii, 344. New York: The Macmillan Company. 1911. 
$2.50, net. 

collection twelve Lectures and Essays well- 
known Quaker scholar, mainly addressed 
members the Society Friends. The first Essay gives 
the title the rest, and among the others are: The Central 
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Mystery Christianity,” Predestination,” “The Epistle 
the Galatians,” Early Christian Worship,” “The Epistles 
Ignatius,” Prospects English Protestantism,” ang 
George these, and the other subjects, Dr. Hodg- 
kin has something say that well worthy 
attention. The testimonies Christ and the Holy Spirit are 
clear they are welcome. the question Predestina- 
tion, the teaching seems inadequate; while the reference 
Jonathan Edwards and infants span long hell one 
those instances which even and thoughtful 
writers are content pass traditions without verifying 
them. The view taken election but surely 
impossible limit St. Paul’s teaching this way, especially 
when, curious attitude mind, the idea national 
election extended from Israel other nations, and even 
the entire race. This confuse the issues, and rob 
the idea election any meaning whatever. are afraid 
that Dr. Hodgkin’s treatment does not really face the funda- 
mental problem. Early Christian the com- 
ments are characteristic the Quaker attitude, and eminently 
worth attention from members other churches. The sketch 
Epistles Ignatius” popular treatment, and 
has some useful suggestions about various methods church 
The Essay English Protestantism decid- 
edly good, and its criticisms Newman and the Oxford 
Movement are much the point. The recent publication 
Newman’s Life adds special force Dr. Hodgkin’s com- 
ments. Very truly does remark that when looking 
impossible feel that the gospel was 
him really tidings”; the contrary, the predomi- 
nant emotion was fear lest, after all, should lost. 
may expected, these Essays are not all equal value, and 
one two them Dr. Hodgkin seems somewhat 
unfamiliar ground; but his attitude sweet reasonable- 
ness” and his fresh outlook make his pages very 
enjoyable and profitable reading. are glad have the 
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AND THE Lire: Study the Resur- 
the Threefold Version the Acts Christ’s Appearance 
Saul the Way Damascus. (Christian Faith and 
Doctrine Series.) Hanson, M.A., 12mo. Pp. 
xi, National Council Evangelical Free 

Churches. 

Dr. Hanson has produced most timely and satisfactory 
volume, adapted both the establishing faith and the 
quickening religious life. the first half the volume 
the author answers the objections which have been raised 
the bodily resurrection These are met detail 
and most satisfactory manner. Freed thus from pester- 
ing doubts, the reader can unreservedly yield himself the 
inspiration the various scenes which Christ appeared 
his disciples. The volume deserves very wide circulation. 


THE PHILOCALIA ORIGEN: Compilation Selected Pas- 
sages from Origen’s Works made St. Gregory Nazi- 
and St. Basil Translated into English 
the Rev. Georce M.A., Balliol College, Ox- 
ford; M.A., University London; Rector Icomb, Glou- 
late Vicar Dodderhill, Droitwich; author 
Life Joseph Hall, Bishop Exeter and Norwich,” 
“An Oxford Parish translator Basil’s 
Spiritu Sancto,” Jerome’s Dogmatic Treatises,” etc. 
8vo. Pp. xvi, 242. Edinburgh: and Clark. 1911. 
“The Philocalia “Origen” are specially valuable “as 
preserving us-in the original much Origen’s work which 
would otherwise have been entirely lost, would have sur- 
vived only the translations Rufinus.” Even great 
work against Celsus large part preserved this book, 
thus representing much earlier manuscript than that the 
thirteenth century, from which the ordinary translation 
made. The volume forms excellent introduction the 
study Origen, and will specially acceptable those who 
not have his complete works. perusal will increase 
the general appreciation the mental capacity the early 
defenders Christianity. 
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THE DEVELOPMENT TRINITARIAN DOCTRINE THE 
CENE AND ATHANASIAN Study Theological 
Definition. SAMUEL D.D., Professor 
Dogmatic Theology and Metaphysics the University 
the South. 12mo. Pp. 85. New York, London, Bom- 
bay, and Calcutta: Longmans, Green, and Company. 
cents, 

This volume commended such are accustomed 
reject the Nicene Creed because its psychological crudities 
and logical contradictions. The supposed logical contradic- 
tions are shown Dr. Bishop arise from attempting 
interpret the language the Eastern Church the language 
Western Augustinian conceptions. There con- 
tradiction between the Trinitarian thought St. Augustine 
and that St. Athanasius: not because their Trinitarian 
teaching precisely identical, but because the two theologies 
(though closely related) move upon distinct planes, and for 
this very reason not clash with each other” (p. 28). 
these times theological decadence this little volume sup- 
plies imperative want. The author’s remarks upon the 


Trinity interpreted Christian experience are specially 
helpful. 


D.D., Professor Old Testament Literature and Exegesis, 
Wycliffe College, Toronto; formerly Principal Wycliffe 
Hall, Oxford. Pp. 432. London, New York, 
Toronto: Hodder and Stoughton. 1912. $3.00, net. 
This most instructive and helpful homiletical volume 

born both prolonged pastoral experience and profound 

study not only the wants society, but the Bible all 
its aspects. Part treats, four chapters, the min- 
istry the Prophets, the Twelve, St. Paul, and the 

Pastoral Epistles. Part II. filled with helpful suggestions 

concerning the infinite number details that fall the work 

the Christian minister, more especially the Episcopal 

Church. Part Dr. Thomas treats the bearing 

the man the work and the work the man.” The vol- 
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ume commends itself every respect the ministry every 
denomination. Nonconformist ministers will 
helped the introduction will give them the more or- 
derly methods and the richer devotional services the estab- 
lished English Church. 

The book furnished with remarkably full bibliography 
and with indexes subjects and Scripture passages. 


PRESENT DAY PROBLEM CRIME related Prisons 
and Prison Discipline, the Administration Criminal Law, 
and the Labors Philanthropists for the Prevention 
Crime and Reformation Criminals. Cur- 
12mo. Pp. 179. Boston: Richard Badger. 1912. 


$1.00, net. 

Two three the Essays which form this volume have 
already appeared the From the in- 
terest elicited these Essays the course their publica- 
tion, seemed important have them collected due order 
for the development the subject, and completed the 
addition most interesting chapter the Earl Shaftes- 
bury, whose work stands out most prominent illustration 
the saving power philanthropy when embodied no- 
ble life. Every one will welcome the painstaking studies 
the subject which appear this compact 
volume. The subjects treated are: The Problem 
Century Progress Prison Reform”; Crime the 
United States: Reforms “The Saving Power 
Philanthropy”; “Anthony Ashley Cooper, The Seventh 
Earl Shaftesbury.” 


Country Ancient Parsons and Modern Incidents. 
FRANK SAMUEL CHILD, author “An Old New Eng- 
land Town,” “An Unknown Patriot,” etc. Pp. ix, 251. 
New York, Boston, Chicago: The Pilgrim Press. $1.25, 
net. 

this admirable collection incidents relating country 
parishes should have the effect, admirably adapted 
do, leading more our seminary graduates seek par- 
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ishes the country rather than the city, would serye 
most important purpose. After all, the country churches 
that serve fountains from which the city churches 
their perennial supply most active members. 


422. Boston, Chicago: The Pilgrim Press. $2.00, 
ideal local history, special interest citizens 

Iowa, but scarcely less interesting and important every one 
who would know the story the laying the foundations 
our Republic the self-denial countless noble men 
and women. The author, long association with the Con- 
gregational churches Iowa, eminently fitted for the task, 
and has accomplished his work way that places above 
criticism. 


Brown, author The Cap and the Gown,” Faith 
Health,” “The Young Man’s Affairs,” etc. 12mo. 
viii, 166. Boston, New York, Chicago: The Pilgrim Press, 
1911. $1.00, net. 

This volume consists five lectures before the students 
Columbia University. With the exception few 
ing dogmatic assertions, which are contrary fact, 
ing the results modern criticism the Old Testament, 
this volume highly recommended. 


Pp. xi, 308. New York, Boston, Chicago: The Pilgrim 
Press. 1911. $1.25, net. 


Mr. Pearson was born farm Vermont 1820. With- 
out extended education drifted into lucrative business 
about thirty years after, with his residence Chicago. With 
conscientious fidelity has distributed his large fortune 
more than three million dollars aid the smaller Christian 
colleges the country, leaving himself barely enough live 
comfortably through the remainder his life. This simple, 
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straightforward story his work not only interesting, but 
wel calculated inspire others and likewise. 


MATEER, Forty-five Years Missionary 
Shantung, China. 8vo. Pp. viii, 
334, Philadelphia: The Westminster Press. 1911. $1.50, 


net. 
biography one the most successful Presbyterian 


missionaries China, intensely interesting itself, but 
specially view the present crisis that empire. 


Tue MAKERS AND TEACHERS JUDAISM. From the Fall 
Jerusalem the Death Herod the Great. (The Histor- 
ical Bible.) Foster Kent, Ph.D., Woolsey 
Professor Biblical Literature Yale University. With 
Maps and Charts. 12mo. Pp. xiii, 323. New York: 
Charles Scribner’s Sons. 1911. $1.00, 


The discredited theories the Wellhausen critics respect- 
ing the origin the Pentateuch discount the value every- 
thing which they write respecting the history the Jewish 
nation. this volume, most the others Dr. Kent, 
injects without any qualifications his dogmatic conclusions 
concerning the late origin the so-called priestly document 
analyzed out the Pentateuch,.and the various other hypo- 
thetical statements concerning the Pentateuch. The unsus- 
pecting pupils who are invited take this as/a textbook 
will led into byways speculation from which they will 
extricate themselves only painful process original in- 
vestigation. 


THE QUAKERS THE AMERICAN Rurus 
Jones, M.A., D.Litt., Professor Philosophy, Haverford 
College. Assisted IsAAc D.Sc., President 
Haverford College, and AMELIA author 
“The Study Costume.” Pp. xxxii, 
580. New York: The Macmillan Company. 1911. $3.50, 
net, 

The history Quakerism fundamental the under- 


standing not only the religious but the social and political 
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movements America during the seventeenth and eighteenth 
centuries. From 1656 Quakerism grew and 
ished the England the fact state church 
necessarily kept Quakers out politics and compelled them 
life apart. America there were such obstacles, and 
from their writings they evidently expected their ideas 
prevail. 

One Quaker, John Archdale, was prominent 
form three Colonies Maine and North and South Carolina, 
was elected Parliament 1698; but, could not 
take the oath, lost his seat. Neither Puritan Colonies 
nor Virginia could they vote hold office; but Rhode 
Island the case was different, and for some years Quakers 


‘were office, and for thirty-six years different members held 


the office Governor. course Pennsylvania they had 
matters their own hands, and the same was true for many 
years New Jersey; while until 1701 they were the only 
organized religious body North Carolina. the middle 
the century there were more Quakers the 
‘New World than Great Britain. These people were 
thrifty, quiet citizens, and probably did much more than they 
have ever been credited with preparing the way for the 
development the country which has followed. 
The collision between the two exponents religious free- 
dom, the Puritan and the Quaker, was most fully shown 
Massachusetts. They both sprang from common motives— 
hatred tyranny, abhorrence sacerdotalism, and 
antagonism against the and they were 
both possessed with passion for but here 
their likeness ended. The types religion which they rep- 
resented were different that could easily seen they 
were irreconcilable. The one depended authority, 
revelation which had been made, and which depended only 
upon its believers for transmission. Beyond this, nothing 
had could given. course this view implied the ne- 
cessity teachers specially drilled and trained for the 
vice; hence, sense, priesthood, with special privileges 
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and knowledge. The other side held open dispensation, 
never-ending revelation, dependent only the individual’s 
keeping open mind the operations and influence the 
Spirit God acting directly this receptive mind. Thus 
the Quaker minister that period was real prophet who 
spoke the Spirit directed. not strange that these two 
types found impossible live peace with each other. 

Another strange fact is, that soon these collisions 
ceased the Quaker apparently lost his power impressing 
the world with the truth saw it. The question naturally 
arises, Why was this? Our author feels that one strong rea- 
son was because the early Quakers allowed themselves feel 
that was required them peculiar people,” hold- 
ing vessel sacred truth and, insidious the idea was, 
immediately began work narrowing and contracting the 
nature which worked. The common bond nature 
which holds humanity together must not severed the 
good communicated. Jesus emphasized that very 
plainly when bore down hard upon the Pharisees. 
man this world singled out for absolutely unique suffer- 
ing, either mental spiritual, any more than for absolutely 
unique experiences, prophetic. The common bond 
forces certain likeness experiences. For this reason, 
aloofness Quaker, Catholic, Brahman, Saint Simeon 
Stylites has failed, matter how honestly entered upon. 

second cause for the decline the vitality the So- 
ciety held due the fact that the Quaker that 
period thought vehicle through which the Di- 
vine Voice was heard, not that should keep himself the 
nearest highest point his being was capable of, and the 
the Divine Spirit really revelator. This 
conception led him feel that the instrumentality was un- 
natural, thus neglecting the proper fullest expansion his 
individuality, and this neglect cutting himself off from the 
possibility fully coping with persons wider culture. All 
this led more and more further withdrawing into nar- 
rower lines. 
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